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LETTER to the Author of 
The Lawfulneſs and nn 


AND To THE 


 PruEnNeE of the Lay man's 
LETTER, in Anſwer tothe faid Arte; ; 
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E TT E 


Auron of be fe Pamphlets, & I 
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1*⁰ vi. 25. How forcible are right Wards t bat what 7275 3 

re prove? 8 1 
Prov. xxiv. 21. My Son, fear t hon the LORD and the King, and meddle 22 
not with them tha; a e given to Change. | = 


Ver. 22. For their Calamity Hall rife juddenty, and who knoweth 750 N 
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Au ANSWER to a LETTER 
fo the AUTHOR of The Lawfulneſs and 
Neceſſity, &c. and to the DEFENCE of 
the LAYMAN's Letter, in Anſwer to the 

aid Au THOR; ina LET TER to the 

AUTHORS of theſe Pampblets, 


Mxss zus, 


AFTER I had on the 9th of Auguſt laſt 
S523 publiſhed my Pamphlet, entituled, The 


2A obliged on the 25th of the ſaid Month to 
— take Journey to the Weſt country, partly 
upon neceſſary Affairs, and partly to vifit my Friends; 

ut could not return ſooner tothe City than the 8th of 
this current. Whenl was there, Ichanced to read the 
Caledonian Mercr:yy,of the Date Auguſt 25th,in which 
I found the following Advertiſement: This Day is 
Publiſhed, A Letter to the Author of the Lawfult- 
neſs and Neceſſity of Miniſters their reading the Act 
of Parliament, &c. wherein ts ſhown, that the ſaid 
Author has altogether failed in his Attempt, and 
that his Anſwers to the principal Oljections are 
weak and unſatisfying. We are likewiſe 9 
2 at 


Fe Lawfulneſs and Neceſſity of, &c. I was 
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hat another Anſiver to the ſame Pamphlet is in 
the Preſs, and will be pubieſbed To morrow' or next 
Day. As to this laſt; the Intelligence ſeems to bs 
pretty good; for by the next Poſt, the Edinburgh 


Evening Courant, dated Auguſt 29th, was put into 
my Hand by a Friend, who pointed out to me the 
following Advertiſement : This Day is publiſhed, 
A Defence of the Layman's Letter, in Anſwer to 


the Lawfulneſs and Neceſſity, and with ſome Obſer- 
wations upon a Letter from a Gentleman” at Edin- 
.hurgh, to a Miuiſtor in the Country, &c. where li ko- 
wwiſe the Pages of the Letter tothe Author of Lam - 


fulueſt, &c. are pointed out, in which the Reader 


quill ſee what may ſerve as a further Reply to the 
Letter from a Gentleman at Edinburgh, &. 
After my Return to the City, I immediately went 
to the Stationer's Shop, and bought your Pamphlets ; 
and now I acknowledge the Receipt of both, and the 
Honour you have done me, in employing your known 
Abilities to give me an Anſwer, that Perſons of your 
Sufficiency have found it needful to write againſt my 
weak Anſwers. This would keep me in ſome Coun- 
tenance, when the News writer calls my Anſwers 
weak, &c. did I not conſider, that Advertiſements 
are printed as they are given to the News 2vrzrer, and 
that for each you give him Half a Crown; ſo that 
what is ſaid there. is. your awn Teſtimony and Com- 


mendation of your Performances, who are no Doubt 


the moſt favourable, I will not ſay partial Judges of 
them. LI OD RES nt AE ee 
' You Mr. Epiſtolator (for fo I ſhall call you, be- 
cauſe it will fall up leſs Paper, than to ſtile you zhe 
Author of a Letter to the Author of a Pamphlet, &c. 
on every Occaſion I 'am to engage with you; and for 
tbe ſame Reaſon, you my other nagar, I ſhal 


ſtile you Mr. Defender) in your Advertiſement tell the 


Q 

World, that you have ſhuwn, that I have oltoggrbyp 
Failed in my Attempt; aud this is enough with the 
: | | | credulous 


oo” 1 ce es -Y 1 o 0 way 
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eredulous Part of Mankind, and at this Time Things 
are too much taken up upon implicite Faith; but 
Sir, you think fit to retract, or to contradict this, P. 


1. where you fay, ** You do not propoſe to go thro? 
every Part of my Performance; How then have 
you ſhown, that I have altogether failed in my At- 


tempt? and P. 29. © That you paſt a great many 
„Things which I ſaid in Anſwer te an ObjeQion, 
„ which was one principal Objection, 922. that the 
Penalty was Eraſtian. And p. 1. You ſay, You 
leave it to Others;” But if you have ſhown I have 
altogether failed, you needed not to rely on their Af. 
ſiſtance, which you ſeem by this to call for. You 
might have mentinned one of them, whom yon knew 
was writing againſt me; for in yoir Advertiſement 
you publiſh it, and indeed he is careful to return your 
Compliment, by advertiſing, That he has pointed 
out the Paget of yours, in which, he ſays, the Rea- 
der will ſee. what may ſerve as a further Reply to 
A Letter from a Gentleman, &c. Thus you pay mu- 
tual Civilities to each other, in applauding your Per- 
formances; and leſt that the Fame of them ſhould 
not reach to all, by the News papers, I obſerve, that 
in ene of your circular Letters, in the diſperſing of 
which you have a chief Hand, you ſay, That your 
two Pamphlets ſet this Affair in the cleareſt Light. 
And thus you are,from theſe Inftances, as much proper 
Heraulds and Trumpeters too of your own Merits, as 
the Clergy are to the Government by reading the Act. 

Your Friend Fidelio, who knows a little Latin, 
Jtal:zan and French, Scriabimus, Sc. Fidelio, Le 
Repos, has given you his Aſſiſtance, and confutes me 
to a Demonſtration in a very Laconick Way, in three 


} conciſe Sentences, in a marginal Note he has on two 


Lines of his admired Poem. 
When Pills in Proſe will not go down, 
The 
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The Marginal Note, ſo far as concerns me, is d 
follows: Neceflity and Lawfulneſs, &c. a volu- 


* minous Performance, full of Blunders jn Law, 


* Precedents miſapplied, and Remarks foreign to the 
* Purpoſe.” But the Town may expect Blunders from 
him, ſince he trips in mentioning my Title Page, which 
ſhows, that he either has not read my Pamphlet, or 


that his Memory is very bad, the Title being Law- 
Julneſt and Neceſſity, &c. the laſt being grounded on 
the former. When he calls it a voluminous Pertor- 
mance, | am afraid that this critical Remark will 
fall heavy on you Mr. Defender, fince your's is upon 
larger Paper, of cloſer Print, and has more Pages than 


mine by eleven. He calls it Ji in Proſe which 
will not go down; but my Printer tells me, that it 
s down and operates too; for he ſays, There has been 


ha Demand for it, that he has thrown off a ſecond 
Impreſſion, tho'he had caſt off no leſs than ſix hundred 


Copies of the firſt, It has operated on you, Gentle- 


men, in bringing Productions from you, which I ſhall 


not call untimely Births, as he does the Anſwers to 


the Queries, tho' they live ſtill, for what you Mr. 


Defender have wrote againſt them. And now I have 
done with Mr. Poeraſter, when I have applied two 
of his own Lines to himſelf; for if I be a bad writer ® 
of Profe, lam much more fo in Rhime, having no- 


thing of the poetick Fire. 


Of all the Fools that grace the me: 

There are no Fools like Fools in Rhime. 
And now ſince my Pill has alſo wrought ſo powerfully 
in the Poet, not 9% Poet, to vomit up Satire, Fal- 


* 
* F C-* 7 . * 
. Ry ed ao a... = 


ſhoods and Untruths in Proſe in his marginal Note, CI 
for I have ſo much Experience, as to know that Phy. ©. 


* 


to for the Degree of 9. 


; | How 


ſick works ſometimes upwards, as well as downwards, 4 a 


] intend to have a Feather in my Cap, and to apply 


ow | 
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| How ſoon I got the Act of Parliament, I read it ſe- 
veral Times over, and confidered it with all the At- 
7 tention and Application I was capable of, being moved 
* thereto, from the heavy Penalties threatned to be in- 
flicted on fuch Miniſters as ſhould negle& to read it; 
. Penalties that would not only affect them, but even 
their People: It was therefore Judged neceſſary that 
3 Miniſters ſhould have Meetings for Conference on 
this momentuous and important Subject, and I made 
it my Buſincſs to attend them. In theſe Meetings T 
heard a great many Difficulties and Scruples caſt up in 
the Converſation, both as to the AR itſelf, and the 
reading of it, and offered all the Aſſiſtance I 
could for removing them; and being fired with 2 
warm Concern for the Intereſts of my Mother-Church, 
and the Safety of my Brethren, perbaps I did ſpeak 
more, and oftner than came to my Share. My heneft 
Intention, I hope, will be an Apology for me, eſpeci- 
ally with conſcientious Scruplersz for the Not ion T 
have of ſack is, that they leave themſelves open to 
Light and Conviction, and that they are not only wil- 
ling, but defirous to have their Scruples and Miſtakes 
temoved ; and how far I have ſucceeded herein, with 
the good Aſſiſtance of ſome of my worthy Brethren, 
in the Management of the Argument 'in the Con- 
ference, it is not my Work to declare. | 
It had been much for the Intereſt of all, if the 
Debate had not gone out of the Walls of thoſe Houſes, 
here the Conferences were held ; but there it did 
Y not reſt, it was carried to the Preſs, and before the 
- firſt Sunday of iuguſt, there were three Pamphlets 
publifhed, Queries offered to the Publick, Ohſerva- 
tions on the Anſwers to theſe Queries, and, A Let- 
rer from 4 Layman in the Country to, &c. all-of 
> them calculated againſt reading of the Act. And in 
this laſt, a very ludicrous Repreſentation was given of 
+ the Conferences, ſo that | can compare it to nothjng 


I->fo fitly as a Farce; ſo that hen 1 get the —_—_— 


vie for Slavery. And to name no more, P. 49. He 


8-23 I 
of a Doctor, you may commence Comedian. And 

now, when fo much had been written on that Side of 

the Queſtion, I judg'd that I had a Call to write on | 

the Subject, and to ſhow the Lawfulneſs and Neceſ. 
'fity of reading the Act. This has incenſed you both * 
againſt me, tho' I was acting a friendly Part towards 
you and others, in endeavouring to remove your Dif- 
Fculties But how do you Mr. Defender treat me? 
In p. 2. you ſay, I am fond to Pick a Quarrel, and in 

- the ſame Pape, I have taten By. paths. p. 6. I hade 
contracted a Dimneſ in my Eyes, by turning over 
ald miſty Records, p. ). Can I clear myfelf from Ma- 
lice and ill Deſign ? p. 10 This is hut one Specimen of 
our Anthor's Candour and Ingenuity. p. 11. hit 
Aut hort want of Fyes. p. 12 Thi ts to ridicule 
© Majeſty, aug to ſet ourſelves above the higher Po-. 
Crs. p. 13. JI ungenerouſly take Advant ages. p. 11. 
"What a diſtinguiſhing Conſcience: ts this: p. 18. 
He xs ſorry that T have ſuch an Abhorrence to Good. 
p. 22. A Man of the greateſt Moderation, and the 
. fartheſt removed from ſuperſtitions Niceties. p. 17. 
What our Authors have advanced on this 2 ſome 
other Heads, 25 not far from the Language of. one 


* 


bath taken an effectual Method to reflect on our King | 
Tantene animis celeſtibus ir. 
J have, Sir, a perſonal Friendſhip for you, and you 
Know I have given Proofs of it; but magis amica 
 geritas, was the Reaſon why J undertook to anſwer | 
the principal Difficulties in your 'Laymarn's Letter; 
{for I look on you, Defender and the Layman, to be 
one and the ſame Perfon) My Intention was to free 
Fou and others of ſcrupulous Minds from them, and 
to prevent your falling under the Reſentments of the 
Government ; And now ig this thy Kindneſs to thy + 
Friend? To repreſent him as ungenerous, difinge- 
uuous, and malicious, an evil Deſigner, and an * | 


{ 
pr 


of that which is Good! one that ridicules Majeſty, 


1 Hiriout Nicetiet 
Conduct, eſpecially when you was abſent from ſeveral 


and a ReflcQer on King and Parliament, and one 
that is ripe for Slavery! Have you begun ſo earl y 


to treat, me after this Manner, I dread where y ou 
mall end ; and if others ſhall treat them that have 
read the AQ, as you have done me, I am afraid that 
vou and they ſhall end in a Separation that will ruin 
Church... cf, 


As for you, Mr. ns, every Body is ſet a 
wondering at your Conduct, both in neglecting to 
read, and in writing againſt it; they think that the 
Character that Mr. Deſender gives of me, is equally 
applicable to you, that you are a Man of the great- 
eſt Moderation, and the furtheſt removed from ſuper- 
They are a little ſurprised at yoar 


of our Meetings, for Conference, and in thoſe you was 
preſent, you did not open your Mouth in.the Cauſe, 
till you declared in the laft Meeting of all, your Re- 
ſolution not te read. You, Pp. 5. ſay, That, by the 
© Way 1 manage the Argument, I put People upon 
* the examining of things:* And it is ſaid you put 


them upon forming Conjectures concerning your Cen- 
Auct, which I would not ſet down, did I not know 
that they are come to your Ears ; fome ſay, it is eo 


eurry favour to a certain Perſos from thoſe that do not 
read the Act; others, that it is in Reſentment of a 
certain Pamphlet I wrote lately, in Defence of a Sen- 
tence of a certain Judicature of this Church, in-« 
Cauſe that affects him. But as to Reſentments, I do 
not obſerve much of that, unleſs it be in p. 26. where 
you ſay, I give a Hint to the People of England, to 


© look on thoſe who do not obey, to be Jacobiter: 
A This, Sir, is ſtraining; my Rxpreſſion is, That the 
* People of England look on thoſe who are not of Re- 
volution - principles to be Fatobtres. They think that 

your Performance is a feeble one and very ſuperficial, 


that you ate far from being — of the 3 
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and that you go not deep into the controverſy; that 1 


what you advance does not ſhew, that you really think 


the reading of the Act to be unlawful, or that you 
have ſolid Scruples about it, and whether it is ſo, will 


appear by the Sequel. | $0 
Having given an Account of my former Conduct in 


this Affair, I need not acquaint you why | write a- 
gain on this Subject. For you, Mr. Defender, will 
acknowledge, that I have a Right to write in my -own Þ 
Defence in my Turn as well as you have. And you, 
Mr. Epiſtelator, in your Advertiſ-ment, give it out, 3 
that I have altogether fail'd in my Atrempr, GC. 

However, others ſay, that my Performance is not anſuer'd 7 
as yet, and that it is needleſs for me to write any 7 


more upon it. But ſince Methods not very juſtifi- 
able have been and are ſtill uſed, to rivet thedcruples 


of ſome, and divert others who have read, from gi- 
ving further Obedience to the Law, that they may be 
brought into the ſame Condemnation (a Journal of 


which I have, which perhaps may ſometime ſee tho 


Light,) 1 do therefore appear in Print, that I may 


do what I can to confirm the ſtaggering, and to clear 
up Duty to others, who want further Light; being 
fully convinc'd, that our mild and gracious Rulers _ 
will forgive for former Neglects, if any Minifters, 
upon a Conviction, ſhall read the AR for the Months 


that are to come. i 


Mr. Defender, 1 had in Lawfulneſs, Pp. 1), taken 

it for granted, that the Layman Letter is calculat- * 
ed againſt reading er obeying ; but in Defence, p. 1. 
. you ſay, © That the contrary is indeed true.“ This 
fills me with Amazement, for the Layman p. 5. 


fays, © That it is foreign to. Miniſters . of the Go- 
* ſpel to publiſh Civil Laws; that the doing of it, 1 
Zis tamely to give up a Branch of their Liberty,” _ 
DP. 6. That it changes the Pulpit into a Market 


© Croſs or Theatre, P. 7. That it is unſuitable to 


* the Divine Service on Sunday.“ P. 18 The * 
| * ling 


4 


. 


>, 
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* fing of it on Miniſters under a Penalty, is contrary 
that , to the Articles of the Union.“ P. 19. That the 
bink reading is a proc laiming the Error of the Law, and 
You (to be the Inſtrument of diffuſing what is wrong ;* 
will And a great deal more. Now, Sir, Tet me ask you, 
do not theſe things show a great Biaſs againſt read- 


& in Ying ? Are they not calculated againſt obeying? Are 
te a. they intended for reading? Or what is the Deſign of 
will them? | It is as aſtonishing, when Defence, p. 2. you 
own 4 queſtion If there are any Writers againſt the Law ? 
you, Strange! do you not attack me for attempting to an- 
out, ſwer you / are there not Obſervations writ on the An- 
Oc. ſwers to the Queries! do you write nothing againſt it 
erde Þ in your Defence! Pray, what are you writing againſt! 
any Is writing againſt the Defenders of the Law, nothing 
ſtifi- againſt the Law itſelf! This is ſuch a ſubtile Diſtin- 

s + EQion, that Foarnes Duns never heard ef: In short, 


you oppoſe reading and you do not oppoſe it, you op- 
Poſe the Law and yet you do not oppole it, you give 
up the Queſtion and yet will not give it up, you de- 
fend the Arguments for not reading and yet do not 
defend them; theſe are Contradictions, which in your 
next you l take Care to reconcile, I cannot do it; 
and you give a good Reaſon for it, Defence, p. 6. 
when you ſay, I have contraſted a Dimneſs in my 
© Eyes by turning over old muſty Records, which 
© makes me apt to be miſtaken.” Here you are a 
little witty : But I think it my Honour and my Duty 
to turn over the Records of the Church of Scorlang 
fince the Reformation, which is not yet above 200 
Years, and which has been bitrerly attacked lately by 
an Hiftorian in a very voluminous Folio. I am of 
Opinion, that it is of vaſt Importance to wipe off 
theſe unjuſt Aſperſious caſt on our Reformers, and 
the Reformation itſelf, which cannot be eaſily done, 
without peruſing old maſty Records, Regiſters and 
bother Manuſcripts. A Friend of yours did not think 
this Work below him, when he lately courted to By 
| . zoine 


TS 0 
joined in Commiſſion with one, who had got thePromiſo 
pf being Prof. of Church Hiſtory; and bow he could 
be an exact Hiſtorian, unleſs he conſulted old muſty 12 

Records and other original muſty Papers, I know not. 
As for you, Sir, your Eyes have been employed in 
gazing upon 4 young, a very fair Oliect and ſhining 
Beauty; and you'l ſuffer me ro acquaint you, that | 
too ſhining and great a Light will dazle the Eyes, | 
and affect the Sight, of too much look'd upon, and ſo | 
von may be in Danger of being led into Miſtakes, * 
and going into By paths: Thus, you ſee I am 
ſomething of a Quack Doctor. And now, Sir, with | 
the dim Eyes I have, I shall examine your Perfor- | 
mance, that our Readers may know, whether your 
dazled Eyes or my dim Ones ſee beſt. You call me, 
P. 18 and 19. a good old Man; was not this ſufficient | 
to account for my Dimneſs, without exerciſing your 
low Wit upon me. ' And now | begin to be afraid, 

that I ſhall not go off in a certain Market ; but if I 
ſhould, I have not the Vanity of thinking I ſhall ſuc- | 
tecd fo well as you have done. EP q 
Mr. Epiſtolator, you ſay, Pp. 1. That I have at- 
* tempted to remove the Objections that may be 
f made by ſcrupulous Minds. But, Sir, my Attempt 
was to remove thoſe Objections which [ remembred 2 
to haye been already made in ſome Conferences. 1 

am none of thoſe will undertake to anſwer a Matter 
before they have heard it, being ſenfible that the 

Number of May be's and Poſſibilities is infinite, and 
that I have no prophetick Spirit to foretel * which of | 
og, ſhall come to paſs 3 but this is what your Friend 

r. Defender aſcribes to you in his Advertiſement, | 
vis. That the Pages of your Letter which he bas | 
'Foznted out, may ſerve as afurther Reply :0 a Let- © 

Ter from a Gentleman; &c. This is a rare Fa- 

gulty you have, that you can anſwer a Gentleman 

in the Law, upon Points of Law, and his learned 

Obſervationz, before you read them. You ſay, | 

„„ 4 1 Is . 2 g P. 1. 
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iſe 5. 1. Tou do not propoſe te go thro? every Part of 
ulld * my Performance,” You have indeed paſſed many 
Ry © things; and fince you have done fo, I expected that 
Four eſtabliſhed Candor would have led you to own, 
in that I have given you Satisfaction as to theſe: And 
ing | indeed you ſeem to inſinuate 'when you ſay, P. x. 


That you leave it to others, if they think fit, to take 
Notice of any thing that is not (N A.) ſatifying to 
them.“ Your Friend Mr. Defender, and any who 
may have aſſiſted him, you mean by theſe ethers:; | 
But he, Sir, ſays, That it is not his Intention to fol- > 
low theſe Authors in all their By Parhs, Now what 
a great Pity is it, that both you and he have ſhifted 
and declined to engage with me in theſe Matters? 
Mr. Epi ſtolator, you, P. r. take the Liberty to lay 
t before me, how far I have not, in ſome People's 
& * Apprehenfion, reached my Deſign ? Ard in many 
other Places you ſpeak in their Name; ſo that you 
are the Mouth to a Body of ſuch as have ſcrupulous 
Minds. And you'l ſuffer me to acquaint you from 
others, and in their Name, that they hardly believe, 
that in your own Mind you have any real Scruple as 
be gainſt reading, ſince they know.you have done things 
pt as unpopular as this is. In P. 5. you acquaint me, 
That the World is juſt now engaged in examining 
things in a reaſonable Way.“ I ſuppoſe you mean 
the Learned World, and that you include yourſeK 
in thatSociety : But if the things they are canvaſſing 
are the Affairs of State and of the Civil Government, 
I hope you'l take Care, that if you are a Member of 
the Society of Political Free-thinkers, not to publiſh 
or vent any thing, that may draw down upon you the 
Z Reſentment of their Rulers : And if the things you 
ate examining are the Affairs of Religien, which is 
a a very commendable Exerciſe, yet you'l allow me te 
& caution you, not to publiſh any thing againſt our Stan- 
dards of Doctrine, leaſt you bring yourſelf into Trouble 
from the Church. So much for Introduction: — 
5 * 4 5 - ” 3 a ö f : { rom 
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from it the World will now judge, whether you or I 
have been beft employed, you in endeayouring ta 
raiſe Scruples in the Minds of Miniſters as to giving 
Obedience to their lawful Superiors, and confirming 
others in thoſe Scruples in whoſe Minds they were 
already raiſed, and diſcouraging others who had no 
Scruples, by certain Arts and Methods, which, Il am 
ſure, you wiſh I may not mention; or I, who have all 
along endeavoured to remove Scruples, to clear up 
their Duty, and to guard them againſt any thing that 
may be of dangerous Conſequence unto them. : 
1 ſhall now proceed to the Examination of what you © 
my Antagoniſts have. advanced in your ſeveral Per- 
formances. You'l both of you remember, that in 
Tawfulneſs, p. 6. I laid down a diftint Method for 
handling this Subject, and that for preventing Confu- 
ſion, I had diſtinguiſhed betwixt the ſtatutory Clauſe 
and the Penalties annexed, and did reduce all the 
ObjeRions under theſe Generals. You, Mr. Epiſto- 
lator, have oblerved this Order ſo fat as you have 
made an Attack upon me. But you, Me. Defender, 
have rambled ſtrangely, by going from one thing to 
another, without regarding the natural Order of Things 


which I had propoſed, and you have ſo ſcattered your 
Obſerves on this and the other Heads, that you have 


erplexed me much in gathering them together, to 
Tg all that you have ſaid on them : Your Perfor- 
mance is a patcht Piece of Work, which makes me 
conclude, that your Materials are partly your own, | 
and partly of other two Men, the one a Divine and | 
the other a Lawyer. This is my Information: But 
I ſhall look on this gs Conjecture, and confider them 
as your Own, | | 
I ſay, 1 did diſtinguiſh betwixt the ſtatutory Clauſe 
and the Penalties threatned, for you muſt yield that 


2 Command and a Threatning are two diſtin& things; ot 


ſo that what you, Mr. Defender, have ſaid ſo oft a- 
hoyt the Connection between this Law and the =-_ 
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ction is mere trifling: For tho the Command and the 
Penalty be joined and placed in the ſame Act, yet 
the Penalty is no more the Command, than the Com- 
mand is the Penalty. In the moſt of humane and ci- 
vil Laws, the Penalties are fixed at the Arbitrium of 
the Law-givers, except when the len talionis taketh 
Place in any Nation or Kingdom, as it was in the Ju- 
dicial Law, there is no other Connection but an ar- 
bitrary one; and therefore in different Nations there 
are different Sanct ions annexed to the ſame Laws. 
But that | may be more diſtinct in my Enquiry, I 
muft diſtinguiſh betwixt a Law and the Publication 
of it. In Scotland before the Union, our Laws were 
promulgated by Heralds and with Sound of Trum- 
pet: But this is not done in England; they print 
their Laws, and as | am informed, a Copy is given to 
each Member, by which Means the Laws may be in 
fome Meaſure known in all the Parts of the united 
Kingdoms. Now the Rubrick of an AQ always leads 
us to know what it is that Law-givers principally en» 


act: The Rubrick of this is, An Act for the more ef- 


fectual bringing to Juſtice any Perſons concerned in 


= the barbarous Murder of Capt. John Porteous,. and 
FPuniſbiug ſuch as ſhall knowing conceal any of the 
{ Murderers, With reſpect to both theſe, I ſaid, 
P. 1y. that the ſtatutory Part of the Act is by all 
owned to be lawful: And as to this, Mr. Epi ſlolator, 
you, P. 34. ſay, * That if my meaning is, that none 
© are ſo weak as to have any doubtful Apprehenſions 
© in their Minds, as to any Part of the AQ, but 
© the Penalties or the Miniſters who dov't read, 1 
* have 2 ox myſelf.” But, Sir, 1 ſaid, that all own'd 
that the foreſaid ſtatutory Part is lawful; you ſay, 
= that ſeme are ſo weak as to have doubtful Apprehen- 
ſions about it: But the ail I was ſpeaking of, were 
the Miniſters who had reaſon'd in the Conferences 
for you know I was anfwering the Layman's'Repre- 
ſentation of theſe Conferences; and till 1 had N 


hel Zawfulneſs, I never heard any of them ſay, | 
that the ſaid ſtatutory Part was unlawful or ſinful. 
It is true, that ene of the Members, when he knew 
I was gone out of the Meeting, roſe up, with my 
Pamphlet in his band, and having read the toreſaid * 
Aſſertion, impugn'd the Lawtulneſs, tho all knew |; 
he had oft ſaid it was lawful, and that he deciared 
frequently that he would read; but upon new Light 
has fince changed his Mind. But being acquainted | 
of this, when I was walking at the Croſs, I came in- 
ts the Meeting, and found he was labouring my Pam- 
hlet with great Motion and Agitation; and after | 
— had finiſhed his bold Harangue, I ſaid, that it was | 
not manly or generous to make an Attack upon me, 
when I was not there to anſwer for myſelf, and that 
he was welcome to do it printo, and he ſhould have | 
Sa tis faction. I remember when I was a Member not 
Jong fince of a Committee for Purity of Doctrine, there 
was a Motion for bringing him upon the Field as well 
as Profeſſor Campbell, becauſe Mr. Erskine and his 
Adherents complained againſt the Church, for. not 
taking him to Task, for what he had advanced in | 
the. Defence of a Sermon, to the Prejudice and to the 
weakening of the Argument for the Neceſſity of Re- 
vealed Religion; and that he was briskly attacked 
by a Gentleman in a Pamphlet, for tbe looſe, and 
dangerous Conceſſion he had made: Before that time 
T had made ſome Remarks on this Defence ; and I 
could have in a like unmanly Way have attacked 
bim, and could have ſecured the bringing him upon 
the Field; but tbo' I knew he was greatly afraid of 
this, 1 would not be ungenerous to him, I have had 
frequent Opportunities in Church Judicatures of aſ- 
ſaulting his Advice to a young Clergyman, wherein 
he gives with the one hand and takes away with the 
ether, as he generally does in all the Speeches | have 
bad Occaſion. to hear from him; but theſe beingprin- 
ted Performances, i judg'd that the moſt habile Way 


© 


— 
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bf attacking them was to do it Printo: And now if 
he ſhall be pleaſed to print againſt Laufulneſt, I pro- 
miſe him my Lucubrations upon it, and my Remarks 


A on his other two Pamphlets. 


> , You, Mr, Epiſtolator, are afraid to aſſert Poſitively 
that the Act is unlawful; but you make a Suppoſi- 


tion, that if it is uulawful, then a Miniſter would 
fin if he ſhould read it. Pp. 12 and 13. © But when 
* the Queſtion does in his (2. e. a Miniſter's ) Ap- 
e prehenſion turn upon what is morally right of 
* wrong, you cannot think it conſiſtent for a Mini- 
5 {ter to be the publiſher of an Act, which he thinks 
« morally wreng and iniquous,” And p. 11. * It 
* would be unworthy of a Miniſter, and be a Pros 
5 ſtitution of his Character and Office, to publiſh iti 
* this Manner a Law which was manifeſtly, and in 
* a high Degree unjuſt and iniquous:” 80 that 
you think that if it is in a low Degree iniquous, it 
would not be unworthy of him. I am of the Opinion, 
that no Miniſter ſhould publiſh a Law that is 
morally iniquous, either in a higher or lower Degree. 
And as to the Caſe you mention in the ſame Page, L 


| think it would be unworthy of him alſo; for in theſe 
* Caſes, he muſt rather obey G 9D than Man, and 


chuſe rather to ſuffer than ſin; and for this Reaſon 
1 applauded the Clergy in England, their reſuſing to 
publiſh King James VII's Declaration; nay, not 
only ought no Miniſter to obey a Law that is finful, 
but no ather Man ought to do it, I abhor the Docs 
trine of a certain Free-thinker, I mean Mr. Hobs, 
who in his Leviathan maintains, that whatever the 
Prince commands is lawful, and ought to be obeyed 
by the Subjects; let the Things be what it will, it 
is legitimated by the Prince's impoſing it. The 


3 Hebrew Mid- wives would not obey the ſinful Edict 
of the King of Egypt, nor would the three Children 


in Babylon obey that of Nebuchadnezzer. But now, 
Sir, I cannot find where * Proofs are, or any * 
* 1 tkRe 
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like to a Proof, that this Act is morally iniquous; it i: 
not enough for you to aſſert it, to ſuppoſe it to be ſo, 
and to take it for granted : But you muſt prove it, for 
unleſs you do it, the whole of your Superſtructure 
falls to the Ground; and all you have {aid of any 
Weight, is upon the ſaid Hypotheſis. What then you 
have writ, and Mr. Defender too, comes to no Ac- | 
count at all; for Mr. Defender, you ſay, P. 13. 
when I tell the People that the Statutory Part of the 
ASQ is by all owned to be lawful; your Reply is, | 
* That here indeed I am ſafe, for you know no Man 
who regards his Life, will venture to gainſay it; 
And in the ſame Page, The Layman will not aſſert, 
* that our wiſe and gracious Rulers have enacted a 
* Thing wrong and unequal.” If I be ſafe, you Mr. 
Defender and the Layman are in a great Pannick, 
What! are you frighted out of your Wits? :Nay, 
have you loſt your Memory tos? For you tell me of 
Miniſters that have gainſaid it, P. 11. © The Par- 
* liament by annexing this Penalty, declare and teach 
* the Clergy, that they have Power ſo to threaten, 
* and actually inflit ; many (N. .) Miniſters have 
* taught their People the contrary.” Can they teach 
the contrary, and not gainſay it at the ſame Time? 
You'll reflect on this Contradiction. You ſay, That 
* if any Man gainſay it, he does not regard his Life.” 
But is not this to figure our Rulers to be Tyrants ? 
When in the ſame Page you call them gracious; this 
is another Contradiction. But why ſo great Caution? 
Wilt they find you capital Offenders for a Word ? No, 
the Laws are not ſo ſevere as you imagine. 

| Mr. Epiſtolator, Tho' I agree with you in main- 
taining that it is unworthy of a Miniſter topubliſh an 
Act, which he is perſwaded is morally wrong and ini- 
quous; yet I muaſt examine a little what you add, 
P. 12, © That if a Miniſter is ſo unfortunate, as to 
* have (N. B.) Scruples in his Mind about the pre- 
*. lent Act; till theſe are removed, you can't think 
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* it ſuitable to the Candour and Ingenuity of his Cha- 
* rafter to be the Publiſher.” You do not ſay that 
this is ſinful, but not ſuitable, Sc. Sir, You'll allow 
me to cite a Paſlage of the worthy and learned Mr. 
George Gilleſpie, Mert. of the Gov. of the Church, 
part 2. P. 153. with reſpeQ to ſuch as have Scrup les 
in obeying the Ordinances of the Church, which J 
think is applicable to thoſe who ſcruple to obey a Law 
of the ſupreme Civil Governours; and I would have 
you and others who are of ſcrupulous Minds to con- 


ſider it, and ſee how far it is applicable to you, and 


Mr. Defender, and others; he ſays, © A Synod muſt 
* ever put a Difference betwixt thoſe, who out of a 
* real Scruple of Conſcience, do in a modeſt and 
e peaceable way, refuſe Obedience to their Ordi- 
* nances, {till uſing the Means of their better Infor- 
„mation, and thoſe whocontemptuouſly or factiouſly 
“% diſobey the ſame, labouring with all their Might 
© to ſtrengthen themſelves in their Error, and to per- 
„ {wade others to be of their Mind.” You Mr. De- 
fender go a Strain higher, Def. P. 13. That Mini- 


=_ = 


. * ſters in this State ot Suſpence could not, according 
to the Apoſtle's Rule, WWhatreper is not of Faith 


© z5 Sin, yield a chearful finleſs Obedience.” Now, 
as to the Sentiments of you both in this Matter, I 
am not ſo clear; and that which jumbles me not 
alittle in this Matter, is the Doctrine of theſe worthy 
Reformers in Germany, who imbraced the Auguſtine 
Confeſſion, Art. 16. Itague (N. B.) neceſſario debent 


— 


Chriſtianz oledire Magiſtratibus, niſi quum jubent 


peccare, tun enum magis debent obedire Deo quam 
Bhominibus, Art. 4. AndCluto, an eminent Proteſſor 
of Divinity at Emden, in his Idea Theol. Dif. 43. 
6 24. Quandoquidem ſcriptura ſimpliciter, nullo dif* 
erimzne ulliba ſignificato omnibus homanthus injun- 
get, ut magiſtratui. ſubjectz ſint.— adeo quidem ut 
(N. B.) nullus Pretextus obedientiam denegandz 
Jufgaciens eſſe ꝓoteſt, niſi Ay aliguid Men 
5 „ 2 2 
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wel impii, quod fine Dei lefione, admitti non foreſt, | 
præcipiat, quo (N. B.) ſolo caſu Deo plus quam Bo- 
minibus obediendum eſe ſeriptura pronuntiat. And 
vou Mr. Deſend. p. 5. own, that perhaps at ſome 
of the Meetings of Miniſters it was admitted. That 
t unleſs upon Enquiry it had been found to be an un- 
% lawful or finful Thing to read the Statute, it is 
„their Duty to obey. And I hear'd you, Sir, de- 
clare in one of theſe Meetings, That you could ei- 
fi ther read, or not read, as you found the Majority | 
of Miniſters would go,” which ſurprized me not a 
little ( for then you thought it lawful ) that it ſhould 
be 4 Matter of Indifference to you, to obey or not, 
ſuch a Command of the ſupreme Authority. And 
now, ſince you were to act by Precedent and Example, 
eſpecially if there ſhould be a Majority, why do you 
not now read, ſince very near two Thirds of the Mi- 
niſters of this Church have read it. No Doubt you'll 
explain this by new Light you have got fince ghat 
Time, Again, in diſputable Points, there is more 
Safety in obeying, tho? in ſo doing the Perſon may 

err. Ameſius Caſe Conf. lib. 5. cap. 33.9 17. main- 
tains, that one may go to War, tho' not fully ſatisfied 
of the Lawfulneſs of ſuch War. And further, I am 
to acquaint you, that if the Doubts or Scruples about 
obeying or not obeying a Law of the ſupreme Ru- 
lers, be equal on both Sides; and if from the Thing 

_ itlelf nothing offers to caſt the Ballance, it is the Opi- 
nion of Caſuiſts, that it is the ſafeſt Side to err on, to 
give Obedience, the Iuterpoſition of lawful Authority 
doth preponderate and caſt the Scales; but I ſhall not 
produce an Army of Caſuiſts, as Mr. Def. expreſſes 
it, P. 36. leſt I ſhould fright him, Mr. Def. you 
may call-this a diſtinguiſbing Conſclence, and becauſe 
what | have writ now, I did in a Converſation ex- 
preis, when talking on this Sobje& ; and therefore a 
Gentleman, who underſtands very little upon this 
Argument, or any other, has been pleaſed to * 1 
6 1 WY TE HE a have 
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have a revafold Conſcienc?, a publick and private one, 
T ſhall ſet down the Words of one of the moſt learned 
Caſuiſts of the laſt Century, I mean Dr. Sanderſon de 
obligatione conſcientiæ, prælect. 6ta, 6 18 (if the 
Gentleman underſtands any Latin) Dico ( guod u- 


tinam ſatis attenderent, quibus craſſam ſuam ino- - 


bedtentiam teneræ conſcienti« pratertu tueri, mos eſt, 
fi ob apparentes utrinque rationes probabiles, neſciat 
Subdirus, nec facile apud ſe ſtatuere poſſit, juſtane 
ſit lex, an ſecus, ita ut mens quaſi in æquilibrio pen- 
dula hereat, iucerta utro ſe potius anelinare de- 
beat ; obligare in eo caſu ſubditum ad actualiter 
obediendum, ita ut peccat ſi non obediat, fi obediat, 
non peccat ; where the DeQor's Aſſertion is ſtronger 
than mine; for ſaid, that in the foreſaid Caſe, it 
was the ſafeſt Side to err on, If the ſupreme Magi- 
ſtrate makes Laws, which he thinks are for the pub- 
lick Good and Safety, muſt the Subjects ſuſpend 
their Obedience, till they are fully perſwaded in their 
own Minds as to theſe Laws? Have private Perſons 
ſuch Eyes to ſee, ſuch Helps and Opportunities to 
know what is molt fitting for the general Welfare of 
the State, as Rulers have: Nay, Iqueſtion if Mi- 
niſters have them. 3 

You Mr. Defender, p. 6. ſay, That the proper 
Officers for publiſhing Civil Laws, are not bound 
* to examine their Contents“; ſo that by this Means 


you provide a Way how they may publiſh Civil 


Laws without: finning, tho' theſe Laws may be ever 
ſo wicked, becauſe they are not bound to examine 
them; ſo that you'll have them to act as mere Anto- 
mata, or Machines, and not as reaſonable Men, who 
are at the great Day to render an Account of all that 
they have done, whether it be good or bad; and by 
this Means affected Ignorance will be an Excuſe for 
Sin. Is | 5 
I faid, ZLawfulneſT, p. j. That the only Thing ob- 
jected againſt the ſtatutory Part, was, that it — 
f f partly 
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partly from the Zordr Spiritual and that to read 
it, would be an Homelogation of their Power; but 
that when this Word with the many O's was brought 
into an Argument, 1 obſerved it was when People 
had little to ſay. This, you ſay, is my Word; but 
ou and 1 both heard ir uſed in the Conferences, and 
ſo 1 ſtated the Objection, and then I repreſented the 
Objection in the Words of the Layman, in which 
the Word Good is found. Upon this you exerciſe your 
great Wit, and ſay, Def. P. 18. © You fee no Word 
i that has any more O's than two, ig. the Word Good.” 
Say, Sir, was not Homologation uſed at the Confe- 
rence? Here you kindly expreſs your Sorrow, that [ 
have ſuch an Abhorrence to Good. Pray, Sir, when 
ou are in a calm Mood, cenfider this Way of writ- 
ing and treating me. I had given ſeveral Anſwers 
to the above Gbjection, Pp.) and 8. but you Mr. E- 
piſtolator paſs over both the — and the An- 
ſwers, either becauſe you thought the Objection not 
tanti, or that I gave you Satisfaction. However, you 
Mr. Defender have taken up this Objection again, 
Def. p. 18 and 19, but you ſhew how you are pinched 
with the material Anſwers I gave to it, by OE 
fing them, as that, if Presbyterians in Scotland have a 
Law-ſuit before the Houſe of Peers, they ſeek the 
Benefit of Law and Juſtice from the Lords Spiritual 
and Temporal. This lnow acquaint you, was done 
in the Appeal of the Presbytery of Perth, in the 
Caſe of a Mortification, wherein the Magiſtrates were 
the Defenders; and the Biſhops did them Juſtice. 
Is not this Petirioning them, and giving them their 
Titles, a greater Homologation, or a ſtronger Aſſent, 
than the reading their Title? I told you alſo, that 
the Lords Temporal fit in Judgment with them, 
which is a ſtronger Aſſent to their Power, than read- 
ing their Title, and yet many of theſe Lords do not 
approve of their ſitting there; for they as much wiſh 
they had no Seat there, as you and Il do, This was 
| too 
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too hot for yon to touch. And as to Presbyterian 
Clergymen praying for them, which I ſaid was ss 
much an Homologation and Approbation, as Read- 
ing, Oc. you do not deny you pray; but you anſwer 
me nicely, by asking me, if there is any Parallel 
% betwixt theſe two”? I anſwer, there is; for when 
you pray for both Houſes of Parliament, do you only 
Pray for the material Buildings? Do you not pray 


for the Members of the upper Houſe, the Lords 


Spiritual and Temporal, that they may be directed 
in Judgment ? Or do you uſe a Jeſuitical and men- 
tal Reſervation? And then, as to the Inſtances 
mentioned, of our Saviour's paying Tribute to a 
Heathen Emperor, and his joining in Worſhip, whereia 


a corrupt Clergy did officiate; You give me wonder. 


ful Satisfaction, That theſe are little to the Pur- 
* poſe”; ſo that they were not altogether imperti- 
nent. In fine, you'll venture to imitate your Friend, 
in ſaying, Def. p. 19. That à good old Man (mean- 
ing me) did not love to read an Act from his Pul- 
pit, wherein the Authority of Lords Spiritual 
« 1s expreſly aſſerted, without ſuitable Remarks, 
% becauſe he is afraid of a virtual Approbation of 
„ that Order.” And you ask me, If any of my 
« Acquaintance t'other LORD's Day, when pub- 
* liſhing the AR, paſſed over this Clauſe, and how 
% they'll account for their Conduct“? Now, no 
Doubt, yeu think you have filenced me for ever. 
But I ingenuouſly own, that I left out the Word Si- 
ritual, and the Penalties with reſpe& to Miniſters, 
and that ſeveral of my Acquaintance in the Town 


did the ſame; and the Account I give you my we 


did ſo, was, becauſe in the Conferences we found 


theſe to be Scruples of ycur good old Miniſters, 


and ſome good young Minifters too of your Acquain- 
tance might be prevailed to read; and for this, good 


End, we told them, that the Word Zords, without 
mentioning the Word Spiritual, comprehended them 
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And you know, when the King makes a Speech te 


the Parliameat, he does this, when he ſays, Ay 


Lords and Gentlemen. We alſo propoſed to omit 
the Penalties relating to Miniſters 3 nay, to gain you, 
we might allo have omitted the Command to read; 


for this good Reaſon (which you have never at- 


tempted to anſwer) 975. that Obedience ſuperſedes 
the mentioning either the one or the other; for if I 
read, I need not tell, that I am commaaded to do it; 


and if I read, the Uſe of the Penalties ceaſeth as to | 


me. And we judged, that if the reſt of the A& 
is read, this fully anſwers the Intention of the AR, 
viv. the bringing the Murderers to Juſti ce, and pre- 
eenting the concealing of any of them. Thus far 
they and I mutilated the Act, as you expreſs it; and 
fince we did it to gain you, we are little apprehen- 
five of the Diſpleaſure of the Government at us : But 
ſince you would not be gain'd, my Acquaintance in 
Town did on the firſt Loxy's Day of September read 
every Word of the AQ, as directed; and now I gc- 
quaint you, that theſe Miniſters of Edinburgh who 
have read, do reſolve to do fo till the twelve Calendar 
Months are expired. | jj | 

{ ſhall now follow you both to the Confideration of 
the Severity of the Act, with reſpeR to the Conceal- 
ers. You will not, I hope; maintain, that Murderers 
ought to be concealed, and protected from Juſtice 3 
and therefere your Difficulty is only as to the Penal- 
ty, which I fhall further remove, ſo far as is in my 
Power. You Mr. Epiſt. alledge, p. 4. That I have 
„ ſuggeſted alleviating Circumſtances of the Murder, 


which ſtrike People ſtrongly.“ But, Sir, what I 


advanced, does no more alleviate the Crime, than 
Drunkenneſs in a Drunkard does alleviate his killing 
a Man. Nay, my Relation of the Murder of Por- 


 reous, in aſſerting that the overruling Providence of 


GOD in the Manner of his Death, does by no Means 
extenuate the Crime, might have led every —— 
0 > | Reader 
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J Reader to infer, that the Providence of Men does 

not alleviate it, and you was perſwaded of this; for 
in P. 4. you betake yourſelf to the Layman's Alle- 
viations, which are chimerical, none of them as yet 

exiſting in rerum natura. You add in p. 5. That 
Il have ſaid nothing, but given Precedents of inter- 


„ communing Acts in other Caſes.” Now, Sir, tha - 


Layman had brought a Precedent for not reading, 
from the Clergy in England ; and if he might cite a 
Precedent, why might not I do it? But yqu'll allow, 
me to tell you that which has offended you, is, that, 
I was able to produce Precedents for every Clauſe of 
the AR that was objected to; and thoſe who are naw, 
pot Readers, not being able to give Counter pręce: 
dents, they find themſelves on every , urn obliged, 10 
have their Recourſe to extravagant and wild Suppa- 


ſitions; the World will judge, whether you or I have 


taken the reaſonable Way to convince, whether your 
extravagant Suppoſitions, or my ſolid Precedents. be 
moſt adapted to ſatisfy ſcrupulous Minds. Now, 
figce you Mr. Def. Def. p. 50. defire me to uſe Ar- 
gument and Reaſon, and not collect Precedents, allow 
me to defire you to uſe Argument, and Reaſon, and 
to forbear your ridiculous. and extravagant Suppoſi- 
tions, Again, the Layman, P. 11. had ſaid, That 
* the Law of England knows no ſuch Thing as in- 
* tercommuning Acts.“ Did he not here put me to 
it? Was not this a Demand he gd upon me ? And' 
the Demand being reaſonable, I granted jt, and ac- 
cordingly mentioned Two in England: And he. 


who demanded this being a Scorſmarx, I mentioned | 


Five in Scotland: And he being a Presbyterian 
iniſter, I told him one enaded by a Presbyteri an 


Parliament. Now, in Serioſity, good Mr. Epiſt. 


was this to ſay nething to the Purpoſe? You add,' 
33. * That Precedents are not the moſt rational 


D | {xy 


« Way. of ſatisfying Men: But if they are a ratio- 
nil Way, tho* not the moft rational, this is ſurely to. 
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ſay ſomething. And you, Mr. Def. Def. p. 4. con: 
firm this, when you ſay, That to point out a Pre- 
© cedent, is a Way of doing, that does not ſay a great 
“ Deal for the Goodneſs of a Cauſe. Well then, you 
grant it ſays a Deal. But as to the Ratienality of this 
Way, was not the Wiſdom firſt of our own Nation, 
and then of England, in the ſeveral mentioned Periods, 
employed in making theſe Acts, which you call Pre- 
cedents? And do not our learned Advocates, in their 
Pleadings before the Courts of Seffion and Juſticiary, 
take this Way to ſhew the Goodneſs, z. e. Juſtice of 
their Cauſes? And do not the Judges always deter- 
mine according to ſtanding Acts of Parliament. Fur- 
ther, the moſt Civilized Nations in the World, have 
taken great Care to preſerve, and publiſh from Time 
to Time, the moſt remarkable Sentences and Deci- 
ſions of their reſpective Courts. I own, that Prece- 
dents, and a Multitude of them, will never prove a 
Thing that is bad and wrong, to be right and good 
but Precedents or Deciſions are collected, that there 
may be an Uniformity and Agreement, as much as 
is poſſible, in the like Caſes, that the Parties litigant 
may be convinced, that their Cauſes are not deter- 
mined by Humour or Partiality, and to be Directo- 
ries in the like Caſes, according to the Rule, Ubz 
eadem eſt ratio, idem eſto judicium. And you know, 
that Precedents are much regarded in our Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Courts, that ſo mo may know where to find us; 
The ableſt Judges and Lawyers of this Nation, have 
employed their precious Time, in making great Col- 
lections of theſe, as the Lord Stazrs, the Lord News- 
 baith, the Lord Dirleton, and a great many more I 
could name. Theſe are looked upon as a Treaſure of 
Standard-law, by them we know what was Law in 
former Times, and the Grounds upon which our 
Judges went, in giving ſuch Deciſions: Nay, in the 
Court of Seffion, the Authority of former Decifions 
doth moſtly caſt the Balance, eſpecially if _ Fax « 
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Chain of ſuch. Sir * Mackenzie, giving an Ac- 
a 


count of his Crimznals, ſays, * That there is nothing 
« in that Book, which is not warranted by Law or 
6 Deciſions. You, Mr. Epiſt. p. 5. ſay, © That the 
«© World is now employed in examining Things in a 
„ reaſonable Way.” A moſt commendable Exerciſe ; 
and you add, That I put the World upon perplex- 
ing themſelves further with the Examination, 
© whether there is any Thing that can be juſtly com- 
“ plained of in theſe Acts.“ If the Thing be com. 
mendable, how can it be faulty in me, to put the 
World upon that Examinatien? You ſubjoin to 
this, That I lead them to conſider, if this Cale is 
„% (N. B.) altogether parallel to theſe other, in 
© which I obſerve ſuch Acts to have been made, al- 
« together parallel, ſo as not to vary in the leaſt Cir- 
cumftance, is a mighty Demand upon me. Will you 
ſay, that our Saviour was not a good Teacher and 
Reaſoner, becauſe the Parables and Similitudes with 
which he did illuftrate and prove his Doctrine as to 
moral Things, did not hit and jump together in e- 
very the leaſt Circumſtance? Do not Expoſitors a- 
gree, that ir is ſufficient, if the Reddition of the Pa- 
rable agrees with the principal Deſign for which it 


was brought? He thought, that argumentum d pa- 


ri had ſome Weight. You go oniin the ſame Strain, 

. 33. © I ſhould not only have given Inftances from 

different Acts of Parliament, of each of theſe Things 
© objected againſt, ſeverally, but of all theſe together 
in one and the ſame Act, that they might be ſen- 
© ſible, that former Acts have been liable to as many 
© ObjeRions This Thought has ſtriken Mr. Def. 
ſo ſtrongly, that he has borrowed it from you, 5. 50. 


It is not ſufficient to pretend, that in one Reign 


* ſomething like this Part of the Act, and in another 
* ſomething like that was enacted, the World would 
expect one Inſtance at leaſt of its complex Frame. 
Now, Sir, you'll allow = to borrow an Anſwer _ 
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38. ) 


Letter to the learned Author of the Queries t- 


The Cafes are as much parallel, as the Argument re- 
* quires z and if they were, ſay you, former Encroach» 
*'ments can't juſtify the like in Time to come; 
this I grant: But does it not look like begging tho 
Queſtion, unleſs you prove the Laws cited to be En- 


* cxoachments?* And now [I ſhall give an Anſwer of 


my own: * Suppoſe then you had 'a Cauſe in Depen- 
dence hefore the Lords of the Seſſion, a Cauſe that is 
complex, in which ſeveral Points of Law are to be 
determined, would it not be ridiculous to ſay to them 
in your printed Information, My Lords, You muſt 
not determine this Particular by Decifions, and a 
Chain of them, and another Particular by other De- 
ciſions; but you muſt decide in my Cauſe, by giving 
me at leaſt one Precedent, that is altogether parallel 
With mine: Would not this be ridiculous ? : 
As to the intercommuning Act which I pointed out 
to you inthe Reign of King George I. you Mr. Def: 
Def. p. 39. ſtrain your Wit for an Anſwer: The 
© Name under which it goes in England, makes it 
the more improper to be a Rule to us.“ Its Name 
indeed is the Black Act, and your Wit leans upon a 
double Entandre of the Word Black, and my Meta- 
phyſicks help me to diſtinguiſh. It is not called a 
Black Act, as black AR fignifies a bad Act; but 
becauſe, as the Act itſelf tells ns, the Killers of 
Deer blacked their Faces, and otherwiſe diſguiſe 
themſelves. - You add, That there are continued 
Complaints againſt it.“ And you Mr. Epiſt. 5. 6. 
have very good Information, that the Repeal of it 
has been frequently moved in Parliament.“ But it 
is yet a ſtanding Law, and ſo the Motion has been as 


oft rejected, which to me is a a Mrs Ratification 

| eaſons for conti- 
nuing it are ſtronger than all the Grounds of Com- 
Plaine. You ſay, p. 38. *I only cite a Part ef the 
* 


of it; and I muſt think, that the 


AQ.” And what, would you have me ſwell my. 
V - Pamph- 
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Tamphlet with a long Act? I cited that which hit the 
reciſe Point | was upon. I could have mentioned, 
hat the Concealers of thoſe who cut Planting, are 

Jiable to the ſame Penalties ; ſo that if I had cited 

more, it was {till the more againſt you. As to the 

Act in the Reign of Queen Elizabeth, p. 10 and 11. 

ou quarrel me for not telling the Cauſe of this AR, 
ut without Ground ; for you having ſaid, that the 

Law of England knows no intercommuning As, it 

is no Matter what the Cauſe of it was, if there was 

ſuch an Act. And as to that in Scotland, in the 

Reign ef King Villiam and Queen Mary, which 

Presbyterian Miniſters never objeQed againſt, you 

give a Reply, that diſcovers great Judgment, That 

* King William and his Council did not act by Inſpi- 

© ration.” You might as well have ſaid, That two 

Blacks do not make a White : And when you ſhall 

ſay this, you'll bring Argument to prove, that either 

of them is black. ROPES 
As | had given Precedents from humane Laws, ſo 

I mentioned two from the Judicial Law of Moſes, to 

ſhew, that the Law of Humanity _—_ be reſtrained 

in ſeveral Caſes, to anſwer the grand Objection of Un- 
naturality fin a Father informing againſt a'Son, E£9c. 

And now you, Mr. Epiſt. p. 8. ſay, * That you do 

© not find, that in either of theſe Inftances, one was os 

© bliged to do this on Pain of Death and Confiſcation. 
of Moveables.“ But had you by Thought penetrat- 
ed alittle into this Matter, you would not have' made 
this Exception; for the prodigal Son and protuſe Fel- 
low that Moſes ſpeaks of, is ſuppoſed to have gone 
very far already in ſquandring away his Father's Sub- 

— and Means; ſo that to threaten the Father with 

Jonſiſcation of Moveables, would not have been con» 

fiſtent with the Wiſdom df the Jewiſh Law-giver; 
and there was as little room for threatning Death to 
the Father, for if he did not inform, it would ſhortly 
be with him, Item al. ſpent, and ſo be ing reduced to 
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extreme Poverty, his Life would be miſerable and 
wretched, which is next to Death itſelf. You add, 
£ I ſhuuld have compared this preſentCaſe with thoſe 
© others, and prove that this required ſuch an extra · 
ordinary Law.” But will you not own, that it is as 
reaſonable for a Parent to inform againſt a Son that is 
a Murderer, to be puniſhed with Death, as it is for a 
Parent to inform againſt a Son that is a profuſe Fel- 
Jow and a Spendthrift ? You ſay, I did not compare 
* this preſentCaſe with the other: But I did it, Las- 


Fulneſs, p. 15. and ſhewed à Pari, that if the Law of 


Humanity was reſtrained as to a natural Parent in the 
Caſe of a rebellious Son, it might be reftrained by the 
ſupreme Magiſtrate who is a political Parent and Pa- 
ter patriæ, ſince ſalus populi eſt ſuprema lex : If then 
any of his Subjects ſhall murder any of his other Sub- 
zee who are his political Children, may not he re- 
quire the Parents of the Murderers not to conceal, 
aid, abet or ſuccour them. You ſay I left out the 
Compariſon, but you contradi& yourſelf, in the very 
ſame Page you mention the Compariſon I had made. 
Mr. Def. you obſerve, p. 40. That the Law of Mo- 
©. ſes did not put a Force upon a Father to deliver up 
© the Son.' But did it not allow and encourage him 
to do it? Is it not ſaid, Deut. xxi. 19. Then ſhall his 
Father and his Mother lay hold on him, and bring 


Ham Tut unto theElders of higCity. V. 21. And all the 


Nen of the City ſhall ſtone him with Stones that Be 
die? This looks very like aCommand; but ſurely theſe 
Words give an Allowance to do that Action, and coh- 
ſequently here is a Reſtraint on the Law of Humani- 
ty, which was the Thing I was to prove. You add, 
P. 41. That the Father and Mother might do it in 
pure Defence. This is to yield theCauſe; for do not 
the King and Parliament do this in pure Defence of 
the Publick, which is preferable to any private Life? 
You alledge in the ſame Page, That the rebellious 
Son was not to be ſo treated, but after a Courſe of ſuch 


Crimes 


| K 
Crimes againſt his Father.“ But yu what were 
theſe Crimes? Were they not Diſobedience in the ge- 
neral, Gluttony and Drunkenneſs, whereby be ſquan- 
der'd away his Father's Goods : Now do not Murder 


and Rebellion againſt the ſupreme Authority, amount 


to be as criminal as aCourſe of the former? And would 
you not have the Magiſtrate put an effeQtual Stop to 
theſe, till the Criminals are in a Courſe of ſuch Crimes? 


This you plead. 


As to the other Precedent, Deut. xiii. concernin 
the Inticer to — the Layman had, P. 12. laid 
That he does not find, that the Son was obliged to 
* inform againſt the Father, or the Wife againſt the 
* Husband,” To which I gave a Reply, T awfulneſ5, 5. 
14. but you ſuppreſs it, and give me no Anſwer, but 
fall a asking me. P. 40 and 4x. © Where do I find that 
the Son is not to conceal or inform againſt the Fa- 
ther, and the Wife againſt the Husband ?” Is not 
this excellent! when | told you that it is to be found in 
this, that the Father is not to conceal the Son, nor 
the Husband the Wife; is not the ratio legzs the 
ſame? Nay it is ſtronger; and for this let me cite you 
the Words of Mr. Pos! on Deut. xiii. 6. the Father 
and Mother are here omitted (ſpeaking of the Perſons 
that are not te be concealed) not, as = fancy, be- 
* cauſe Children in this, nor in any Caſe, might not 
* accuſe their Parents; for certainly they owe more 
* Reverence and Duty to GOD, = $: is injured in 
this Caſe, than to their Parents; and Levi is com- 
* mended for neglecting his Father and Mother in th is 
* Cale : But becauſe they are (N B.) ſufficiently eon 
* tain'd in the former Examples; for fince Mens Love 
* doth naturally deſcend more ſtrongly than it aſcends, 
* and the Relation of a Wife is and ought to be nea- 
© rer and dearer than of a Parent ; that Favour which 
is denied to Wives and Children, cannot, be thought 
© fit to be allowed to Parents.“ I had ſaid, Lawful- 
nei, P. 14. That the Layman had forgot himſelf, in 
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repreſenting the Father in the ſuppoſed Caſe to be 
helpleſs, when he made him a Rioter and helped in 
the Executions Now your-Candour appears in extri- 
cating yourſelf out of this Blunder and Inconſiſtency, 
by-ſaying, Defence, p. 14. * That he prompted the 


© Rioters,' - But then immediately you ſuppoſe him 


to be young when the Layman had called him an 
aged helpleſs Father; ſo that you blunder Rill; for 
you ſay, *That 30 Years after he returns (Strange ! tilt 
to live 30 Years after he £4 aged and helpleſs!) * and. 
© then by this Act he may be dragged to the Slaugh- 
* ter by the Son of his Youth.” Are you not now ra- 


ving or extravagant with your Suppoſitions, when one 


Patt overthrows another. You repreſent the aged Fa- 


ther to be wiſe ia flying the Country for Safety, and 


that 3o Years after he returns a Fool to the Gallows. 
Do not you perform admirably as a Defender? Some 


ſay to me, who would give himſelf the Trouble to, 


anſwer ſuch a Writer? The other Day 1 read in the 
Edinburgh Evening Courant, Sept. 13. of a Gentle- 
man at Amzens in France, who had been condemned 
to'be broke alive upon the Wheel for the Murder of « 
Prieft, but made his Eſcape and fled the Kingdom,” 
that he ftxy'd Abroad 50 Years, and then returned to 
claim the Benefit of Preſcription, which was allowed' 
him as to his Life and Liberty. The aged helpleſs 
Parent you ſpeak of, would do well to imitate this 


Precedent; for, as you ſpeak of gainſaying the Act, 


who that regards his Life would venture to do it. 
Mr. Def. in Pp. 40. You blame me for paſſing with. 
out Obſervation, the ſeveral Grounds that the Lay- 
nan in P. 11 and 12. brought to ſhew, That no 
Power on Earth could be warranted from this Law, 
© to form ſuch an intercommuning Clauſe. I have 
read theſe Pages over again, and I can obſerve none of 
thoſe Grounds ; but ſince you find Fault with me, I 
ſhall now make Amends, not much to your Credit; 
therefore I maintain, that a _Brorifb Parliament, in 
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ſuch a Caſe may adopt that Ferwiſh Law, if you call 
it an intercommuning Law. And here I ſhall ſhew, 
that a Scots Parliament has actually made ſuch a Law, 
and that in the Caſe of Idolatry too: It is King 
James VI. Parl. 14. cap. 196. lt is flatuted — | 
* erdained, That in all Time coming, all wilful 
* Hearers of Maſs, and (N. 2.) Concealers of the 
* ſame, be execute to Death, and their Goods and 
Gear eſcheated to his Highneſs's Uſe, ſo ſoon as 
a _ ſhall be found guilty, and convict thereof, of 
(N. J.) declared fugitive for the ſame, before the 
Juſtice- General, or the Lords of his Majeſty's Pri- 
vy Council.“ Will you, Sir, ſay, this is not a fit 
Parallel? And will you ſhift it, by ſaying, there is 
Difference betwixt Hea:heniſb and Pogiſb ldolatry! 
Truly you may as well do jt; as aſſign the Differences 
from the other Precedents I have produced. To cons 
clude this Head, let me ask you, if the ſupreme Ci- 
vil Magiſtrate has Power in any Caſe to make an in- 
tercommuning Law ? Has he not Power to make it 
in the Caſe of the moſt atrocious Treaſon or Aﬀaſh- 
nation of the Sovereign? If this is refuſed, the archeſt 
Traitors may efcape Juſtice. If you will own, that 
they have Power in ſuch hard Caſes, then your Dif- 
ficulties equally caſt up here, as to « Father's dcli- 
vering up a Son, and a Son a Father; for there ne- 
ver was an intercommuning Law, that made an Ex- 
u * of ſuch near Relations. ; 

proceed now to the obligatory Clauſe upon Mi- 
niſters to be the Publiſhers of this Act; if this 
Clauſe had not been in it, 1 am perſwaded there had 
been a perfect Silence, and no Complaint had been 
heard in our Streets, nor from the Preſs ; but ſince 3l- 
le lachrymæ; As to this, Mr. Epiſt. you fay, P. 9. 
That | make a Shift to anſwer, becauſe I have net 
* repreſented the Objection in its full Strength. But, 
Sir, 1 defire our Readers to read Lawfnul. Pp. 19. and 


they will ſee, that I have i the ObjeQion 
in 
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would not carry the Matter ſo | | 
that a Minifter ought to read no AQ, but what is 
perfectly agreeable to him in all Reſpects?' Now, 


| E 26-3 -. 
in a greater Strength than you have done it; the ad- 
ditional Strength you bring to it, is, That there 
fſhould be ſpecial Reaſons, ſhewing it to be of Im- 
© portance. to the Government, that its Safety, and 
© the general Safety is immediately concerned, when 
this Manner of Publication is 3 Now, Sir, 
you have Reaſons largely expreſſed in the Preamble 
to the Act, and full Satisfaction given you on this 
Head by the Author of a Leiter to the Author of the 
veries, p. 15 16 and 1). And we are aſſured, 


| that the People of Scotland were ſuſpected to be in- 


clined to conceal, the Rioters, and that this was a 
Reaſon for this AR. But I need not trouble you 
with theſe Reaſons, ſince you in P. 5. give one Reaſen 
that ſerves for all, when you own, * That. the Mur- 
der of. Porteous is (N. H.) ſubverſive of all Govern- 
mont.“ Does not this make the Act to bo of Impor- 


tance to the Government? Tou go on in Pages 10, 


11, 12 and 13. to ſhow what Conſtruction js to be put 
on a Minitter's publiſhing an Act of Parliament, the 
Sum of which is, That it is an Acquieſcence in, an 


Aſſent to, and aw Approbation of it. , Now, dear Sir, 
what is this but the Argument from Homologation in 


other Words, which I had, anſwered in Lauf and 
have already in this Performance conſidered more 


fully. Bat do you not give up this Argument with 


your own Hand, when P. 12. 2 ſay, * Thus ou 
o far, as to alledge, 


Sir, if it is in any Reſpect not agreeable to you, and 
yet you ſhall read it, are you not by your ewn Con- 
ſtruction an Aſſenter to, and an Approver of that Re- 
ſpect, which is not agreeable to you, and which you 
de not approve of? Here you entangle yourſelf; try 


then if the metaphyſical Diſtinctions you ſpeak of in 


the ſame Page, can extricate you. | 
But 
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But L am afraid that I . kept you Mr. Def. too 
long in Attendance, which in your great Goodnels 
you'll forgive. When it was objected, that this Act 
made Miniſters Heraulds, which is a degrading of 
the miniſterial Office z to this I replied at Length, 
Lawf. P. 17. and ſaid, That granting it were a Piece 
of Diſreſpect, yet Miniſters are not to ſtand upon a 
Punctilio of Honour with the King and Parliament, 
do. Now, that which confirms me in this, is a Paf- 
ſage of Mr. James Melvil's Letter to the Aſſembly, 
Az.1601, inCalderwood's Hiſt. p. 447. I cite this, be- 
cauſe you have in Def. Pp. 28. cited another Part 
of it for your Cauſe on another Point in the Debate. 
His Words are ( when ſpeaking of the Miniſters of 
Edinburgh at that Time (Sead tempora mutantur, 
& nos. mutamur in illi) In my Conſcience I know 
not braver Trumpets to encourage, move, or ſet for- 
ward rhe People to Obedience, and his (the King's) 
Aſſiſtance, when the Occaſion of his Majeſty's wwergh- 
iy Aﬀairs crave the ſame. This is the Encomium 


he paſſed upon them; but you, Sir, till think, Def. 


P. 5. That it is an Indignity to their Office to ſerve 
* the Government in ſuch a Manner. But how unlike 
is this to the meek and lowly JESUS, now your glo- 
rious Mafter, who took upon himſelf the Form of a 
Servant, and made himſelf of no Reputation? Did 
he not ſay, 1 came not ro be miniſtered unto, but to 
miniſter? Did he not ſtoop to the meaneſt Offices, 
when He waſhed and wiped the Feet of his Apofiles ? 


And will you, out of thePride of your Heart, not ſtoop 


to miniſter to King and Parliament? You ſay, It 
* is an Indignity put upon a Miniſter;“ but in the 
ſame Page you contradi& yourſelf, when you ſay, 


© That a Miniſter's publiſhing it, is a giving an Ec- 


© clefiaſtical Sanftion to a Civil Law? Does not this 
ex an Honour on his Anthority? To prove it is 
elow a Miniſter, you bring a Scripture Argument 
from the Apoſtles, Acts vi. 2. who laid, It 75 not 
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Reaſon to leave the Word of GOD, and ſerve Tables. 


And from this perhaps it may be inferred, that the 
* Miniſters of the Goſpel ſhould not act the Part of 
f publick Cricrs and Proclaimers of Civil Edicts * 
Now, perhaps your Argument would ſay ſomething, 
if it were a Diſhonour to a Miniſter to ſerve Tables; 
if you think ſo, this ſavours of Pride; but is it not 
a Presbyterian Principle, that the Office of the Pa- 
ſtor includes the Office both of the Ruling Elder and 
Deacon? The Apoſtles did not decline this Mini- 
ſtration, becauſe it was diſhonourable, but they would 
mind chiefly the principal Thing, the Miniſtry of the 
Word. That which ſtraitens you, is, That Appoint- 
ment is laid upon Miniſters, as an aſſociated Body, 
s contradiſtinguiſhed from the Commonwealth ;* but 
then, did they not, as ſuch, get « legal Eftabliſh- 
ment? And are they not protected in the Poſſeſſion 
of it? Does the Government by doing theſe Things, 
Put it out of their Power to lay Commands on this 
aſſociated Body? Have they not commanded them 
to publiſh their Acts for Faſts and Thankſgivings, 
and Proclamations againſt Immorality ? And do they 
not expect ſuitable Returns, our Prayers, Honour 
and Obedience, for the foreſaid Advantages? Fur- 
ther, let me ask you, whether the Miniſters of this 
Church have not been in Uſe and wont to be Pub- 
lifhers of Civil EdiSts, Proclamations ef the Sove - 
_ reign, and Acts of the Parliament, between the laſt 
Prayer and ſolemn Benediction of the People? This 
you dare not refuſe. Was not this to he Heraulds ? 
And did ever the Miniſters of the Church, for near 
Half a Century bypaſt, complain of this as «n Indig- 
nity till now? So that you have nothing to' fay 
on the Head of Indignity. All therefore you can 
ſay to the Purpoſe is, that the Things in the AQ which 
are to be publiſhed, are ſinful, and that there is no 
Compariſon between this AR againſt Porteous, and 
the Royal Proclamations againſt lmmorality. Now, 
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as to the Compariſon, the Immoralities mentioned in 
the Proclamation are tipling, and drinking drunk, 


Sabbath-breaking, Swearing, Foernication, and Aduls 


tery. Now, the Immoralities, or Works of the Fleſh, 
which this Act intends to ſuppreſs, are manifeſt, 
2. Deſpiſers of Dominions, Inſulters of Royal Ma-. 
jeſty, Invaders of the Offices of the Judges, Subvert- 
ers of the Government, Rioters, Diſturbers of the 
2 Peace, Diſarmers of the City · guard, appointed 
or the Protection of the Inhabitants, Incendiar ies, ae 
they ſet Fire to the King's Priſon, Protecters of Cri- 
minals, by opening tha Priſon-doors for the Eſcape of 


other Offenders; And, Laſtly, Murderers. Now, 
I have compared them, and is it not proper for the 


Government to ena& againſt ſuch, and for Miniſters 
to read ſuch an Act? Again, if you ſhall ſay, it is 
a finful or unlawful Act; for tho' you Mr. Def. 
dare not do it for your Life, yet all your Reaſoning 
points this Way, and youMr. Epiſt. couragiouſly aſſert 


it. Now, if it is unlawful and finful, then you ought 


not only to infer, that Miniſters ought not to publiſh it, 
but likewiſe that Heraulds ought not to publiſh it; but 
all along you have ſuppoſed that they might do it, 
and have argued for it; and I have heard it pro- 
poſed, that we might deſire our Readers or Precen- 
tors to publiſh it from their Desks. Now, will you, 
with the Pope of Rome, give a Licence to any to 
commit a Sin? Will this free-them from Sin, that 
you alledge it is not their Buſineſs to examine, whether 
this Law be morally right or wrong? Is not this to bid 
them give a blind Obedience, and to obey upon an 
implicite Faith? And why ſhould they do this any 
more than Miniſters? No, the Proteſtant Principle a- 
gainſt blind Obedience and implicite Faith, I hope 
is believed by Heraulds, as well as by you. | 

When the Layman had ſaid, p. 4. that neither the 
Clergy of Scotland nor England were ever War 
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and moſt certainly never under a Penalty. In Anſwer 
to this 1 cited, Lawfulneſy, p. 18. the AR of the 
Convention of Eſtates againſt King James VII. by 
which Miniſters were required, under the ſame Pe- 
nalty chat is in this Act: And as to this you reply 
molt wittily, Defence, p. 6. That you never heard 
* a Proclamation of the Convention, 1) Years before 
* a Britzſh Parliament had a Being, was the ſame with 
an Att of that Parliament.” But, Sir, I never ſaid 
it was. But you are pleaſed to play upon me with 
your Wit; but as you diſcoyer that, ſo you betray 
' ſomething elſe ; that you uſed the Word Fritiſß Par- 
liament to be a Scug to you in a weak Argument: 


For pray, Sir, confider, that this Act of the Conven- 


tion of all the Eſtates, was a Law of the ſupreme 
Power at that time, and of a Presbyrerian Conventi- 
en for the greater Part by very far; now, muſt not 
this be of great Authority with a Scots Clergyman, 
who maintains Revolution Principles? Nay as great 
Authority as any ZBrztzſh Act for theſe 30 Years by- 
paſt? And did not King William and Queen Mary 
turn this Meeting into a Parliament? and that wiſel 
too, for ſecuring both the Civil- and Eccleſiaftical 
Settlement ; and was not that Convention ratified in 
the firſt Parliament of Queen Anne, and declared to 
be « lawful Meeting? And now does not my Alle- 
oation appear to be pertinent to the Argument? You 
go on in your witty Strain, P. 6. That you heard 
© Gen:leman' (another of your imaginary Suppoſitions) 
© rother Day (making Fools of that Set of Men) 
* warmly contending, that the Parliament had enact- 
© ed, that no Man ſhould eat Blood under a Penalty, 
© becauſe the Jewiſb Law forbids it.” But not ſo ha- 
ſly : 1 will let you ſee that you are this Fool of a 
Gentleman, fabula narratur de te; for when I cit- 
ed, in Anſwer to the Layman's-Demand, one Eu- 
gliſh intercommuning AR, and another Britiſb one, 
to 


ed to promulgate any Acts of the Hritiſb Parliament: 
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to ſhew that the Law of England knew ſuch Acts, 
you, b. 14. to clear the Layman from his Blunder or 
gnorance, divide the Law of England into three 
Kinds, and ſay, that theſe Acts are not a Part of the 
firſt Kind, 9:2. the Common Law of England: You 
own, that they are a Part of the 2d Kind, and that 
this 2d Kind is the Law of England as well as the 
firſt, becauſe you divided the Law of England into 
three Parts; and yet you, Mr. Def. are right in ſay- 
ing they are no Part of the Law of England: Now, 
is not this the diſtinguiſhing Conſcience which you, 
without all Foundation, aſcribe to me? Def. p. 
But further, by the. ſame way of Reaſoning, you'll al- 
ſo prove, that the Law of Scotland knows no ſuch in- 
tercommuning As, tho' I cited no leſs than five to 
ou. Do not you {ce how much you expoſe yourſelf, 
in undertaking to defend a Cauſe, which will not de- 

fend for you? 5 . _ 
The ſecond Difficulty was againft reading imme- 
diately before Sermon, becauſe this would be an In- 
terruption of the Worſhip. To this I reply'd, Tau- 

fulneſs. p. 19. that the Proclamation againſt Kin 
James was ordered to be read (N. B.) at the Eng 
of the Forenoon Sermon; but the Miniſters obeyed it 
by reading betwixt the praiſing of Gop and the blei- 
ſing of the People. Now you, Mr. Epiſt. Pp. 19. ſay, 
that in Engliſh Stile, immediately before Sermon, 
doth not fignify inamediately before Divine Worſhip. 
I anſwer, that it does, as much as at the End of the 
Sermon does fignify at the End of ſinging the Pſalms. _ 

You, Mr. Def. was ſo ſtraitned to anſwer this, that 

you vitiate the A& of Parliament, by making it, af- 
ter the End of the Forenoon's Sermon, inſtead of a# 
the End. Now you know all that was done that 
Week, nay all that has been done ſince, has bees done 
after the End of that Forenoon's Sermon, but rheſe 
hings were not done at the End of it. You, Mr. 
Epiſt. Tay, that in Engliſh Stile, i a be fore 
f ex mon 
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Sermon does not fignify immediately before Divine 


Worſhip; by this you maintain, that Sermon, or 
preaching of the Goſpel, and conſequently hearing of 
t preached, or hearing the Word read, are no Parts 
of Divine Worſhip in Engliſb Stile; an Abſurdity 
that I'm ſorry any Man ſhould maintain: Now if you 
underſtand Sermon properly as diltin& from the Lec- 
ture, where is it that it is delivered in the Morning; 
for in Burghs it is not begun till half an Hour after 
Eleven in the Forenoon, and in Country Congregati- 
ons not till after Twelve of the Clock, which we do 
not in Engliſh Stile take to be the Morning. You'll 
read Conſiderations on Difficulties, Pp. 21, 22. where 
this is clearly laid before ou. 
Mr. Def. you ſay, 5. 48. © That the Churches 
* were all filled with Epiſcopal Miniſters.” But 
you'll ſurely allow, that there were many Vacancies 
then as well as now ; and I can aſſure you, that Pre- 
thyterzan Miniſters entered into ſome of theſe, and 
reached'and read the Proclamation; there were allo 
other Pariſhes, where the Epiſcopal Miniſters had 
been greatly inſtrumental in the cruel and bloody 
Perfecution under two former Reigns, eſpecially in the 
Weſt, theſe were turned out by the People, who had 
ſmarted by them, and PresbyterzanMiniſters entered 
into theſe Churches : Now, what comes of your witty 
Turn about Ardincuple s Angels? Were theſe Mini- 
ers who endured the Heat of a furious Perſecution of 
the wrong Hue? You own that Presbyteriar Mini. 
ſters in Meeting-houſes were Volunteers in Falz. 
and ſo muſt own, that they interrupted the Worfhi 
by 997%) Again, who made that AQ? Was it 
not carried by the Preſbyterian Members of the Con- 
vention? W ere theyPresbyterians of the wrong Hue? 
But you lay the Appointment was only directed to 
Epiſcopal Miniſters; but by this you are for verify- 
ing the old Proverb, Shew you the Man, and you will 
eu him the Law: But, Sir, you labour under a 
BE | | 1 Miſtaks 
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Miftake,for theProclamation isexpreſsly directed 70 all 
the Miniſters of the Goſpel within the Kingdom : Now 
are Presbyterian Miniſters not Miniſters of the Go- 
ſpel? Were there not then 60 of them alive _—_ 
t 


— 5 


e Kingdom ? You will not eſpouſe the Principles of 


Mr. Dodell, and of High- flying Nan juring Cler- 
gymen; beſides the Act prohibites any Injury to bs, 
offered by any Perſon whatſoever, to any Minifters of 


the Goſpel, either in Churches or Meeting houſes; 


where you ſee, that the Words Miniſters of the Go- 


ſel takes in theſe that were in Meeting-houfes. Are 


you not now aſhamed of this Part of your Defence ? 
And the Ac 31 and 24, Az. 1689, extend to both. 
You add, that the Convention made that Act to be 
a Teſt to that Settlement: Bit the Members of Par- 


liament tell me, that the reading of this AR was in- 
tended, as a Teſt of Miniſters in Scotland their being 


Enemies to Mobs; For a moſt injurious Repreſenta- 
tion had been made of them, and was believ'd by too 
many; and you yourſelf own, that it is defign'd to be 
a Teſt, Def. 1 5, That this is impoſed on Miniſ- 
© ters, not as ſo many Individuals, but as an aſfociated 
Body.“ I had ſuggeſted to you both Civil and Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Acts about worldly Affairs, which fince 
the Revolution all along were publiſhed on the Sab- 
bath, in Obedience to the Authority impofing this' 


Work upon them; and you give me a convincing An» 


ſwer, Def. p. 46. Let them anfwer for their Conduct, 


and ſay, the Practice is wrong: Thus your Aſſerti- 


on muſt convince me; thus you in great Charity make 
them Sabbath-breakers, contrary to'6ur Catechiſms, 
which allow the Works of Neceifity and Mercy to be 


confiftent with the Sanfification of it. And as to 


the Proclamations againſt Immorality, you think it 
ſtrange I could obſerve no Difference betwixt this and 
. theſe, I obſerve a great Agreement, and have ſhewn 

the Parallel in this Paper. Pp. | ' 
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As to the Objection againſt the reading the Act fo 
frequently, which I anſwered, Lamful. P. 23 and 24, 
you, Mr. Epiſt. Pp. 11, ſay, you paſs it, and you, Mr. 
Def. do not think fit to notice what I had ſaid on it. 
And therefore I ſhall follow you both to the 4th 
Objection, which is made againſt the incapacitating 
Miniſters to fit or vote in any Church Judicature in 
Scotland. The ObjeRion conſiſts of two Parts, 1. It 
is Eraſtian; and zdly, It is contrary to the AR of 
Security at the Union. | | 
As to the firſt, I had advanced a great many thin 
in Reply unto_it; but as to thoſe, you, Mr. E8:h. 
P. 29, ſay, © That you have not infiſted upon it; and 
* that you have paſſed a great many things which I 
 *© ſayin anſwer to it.” I ſhall defire my Readers to 
read them again, and then to make their Conjecture, 
why you have paſſed them: Howeyer, to keep your- 
ſelt in Countenance, you have, Pro more, in p. 29 and 
30, touched ſome Things; for you, P. 21. with Re- 
ſpe& to this Objection, ill not diſpute every Point 
wir h me. You, Mr. Def. Def. p. 26. ſay, * That a 
great many Things are advanced on this Head; and 
that you are ſorry they have not given ſuch Satisfa. 
© Aion as could be wiſhed for.” It ſeems I have ſa- 
tisfied you in Part, and if you defire fincerely to be 
ſatisfied further, you ſhall not want my Afſiſtance. 
I had, Lawfulneſs, p. 29 and 3e, endeavoured te 
convince the Layman, that the Magiſtrate has a Pow- 
er to reſtrain or to deprive Minifters of the Exerciſe 
of their Office in their Dominions, (for ſo this AR is 
conceived) upon Diſobedience to their Iawful Com- 
mands: And for this I cited Confef. Chap. 23: Set, 
4. declaring, that Ecclefiaſtical Perſons are not ex- 
empted from that Obedience that is due to the Civil 
Magiſtrate, New you'll grant this fignifies nothing, 
unleſs they have alſo a Power to enforce Obedience by 
proper Puniſhments. But if you ſay, that the depri- 
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ving them of the Exerciſe of any Part of their Office, 
is not a Puniſhment that the Magiftrate can inflict ; 
the Text of Scripture brought in the Confeſſion for 
the Proof of the above Aſſertion, confutes you, it is 
I * ii. 3 5- where Solomon deprived Abiathar of 
the Rxerciſe of the Office of the High Prieſt: 


This I repreſented in all its Light. But do not 


you, Mr. Epiſt. paſs this? and you, Mr. Def. 
do it alſo, for any Thing you have ſaid. But that 
you may yet notice it, I ſhall mention four Presby- 


teriau Divines, that underſtand this Text in this 


2 they are four Profeſſors of Divinity at Zey- 
eu, Men of great Name, Polyarder, Rivetns, 
Walleus, T hyſins, Synop. Pur. Theol. Diſp. 50. Sect. 
54. Si Paſtor ſit ſeditioſur, ac manifeſtus pacts Pur 
blice 2olator, (ummus magiſtratus, cum interveni- 
ente ſubordinatorum procerum conſilio, poteſt eodem 
jure (N. B.) exauthorare, quo rex Salomon Abia- 
tharum N You, Mr. Zpzft. without exerci- 
ſing a Thought, yield up what I am contending for, 
P. 22 end 23, when you ſay, * That the Civil Go- 
© yernment may, for certain Crimes, deprive Mini- 
* {ters of the Benefit of the Eſtabliſhment :' And 
you, Mr. Def. Def. p. 33, admit, © That for Trea- 
© ſon, or any other Crime which deſerves, the Parlia- 
© ment may cut off any one or any Number of Clergy- 
* men from the legal Eſtabliſhment. Now, is not 
the allowing of Presbyrerzan. Miniſters, by a Law, 
to fit and vote in z ee in Scotland, a Part of 
their Eftabliſhment? Is nat this a Benefit? What is 
this but to allow them by Law to exerciſe this Part 
of their Office? This you ſay the Magiſtrate can de- 
F420 them of for certain Crimes; but let the Crimes 
e ever ſo high, if the depriving of them is Eraſtian, 

the Grounds or Crimes for which they, are deprived, 
cannot make it to be not Eraſtian. So that when 
you, Mr. Epiſt, ſay, you do not inſiſt upon that Part 
of the Argument, that the firſt Penalty is ER, 
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( 44 ) 
the Reaſon was, that you ſaw no Strength in the Ob- 
jection. The Biſhops, by the Act of Parliament 
E er) and Mary, Anno 1689, Act z. —— 
relacy, were from that Moment exauQtorate ; di 

not this deprive them of the Exerciſe of their Office 
in Scotland ? If this was an Eraſtzan Sentence infli- 
Qed on them, and too by a Presbyterzan Parliament, 
all Presbyterians at that time and fince did approve 
of that Eraſtianiſm: And in like Manner the Acts 
of Council in depriving the Epiſcopal Miniſters. 

I had likewiſe reaſon'd from Minifters giving O- 
bedience to the AR of Parliament impoſing the Oath 
of Abjuration upon them, under the Paing of depri- 
ving them of the Exerciſe of their Office and Bene- 
fice ; and 1 ſuppoſe you have both obeyed that Act 
when you togk the Oath 5 and now, Mr. Def. and all 
who have taken that Oath, is not the Penalty as 
much connected with that AR as with this? and yet 
by your Practice you have obeyed that Act; you had 
not this Scruple then, how doth it influence you now? 
and do you repent of that Obedience? Tell this plainly 
or elſe you both muſt be looked upon as contradicting 
yourſelves, It is in vain for you, Mr. Zpzſt. to ſay, 
P. 29, © That the Government juſtly required this 

'Oath, as 4 proper Teſt of the good Affection of 
* Miniſters ;* unleſs it be to yield the Argument : 
For was not that Teſt required under an Eraſtian Pe- 
nalty, as you call it? Do you not perceive how you 
are buckled? You add, 5. 29, © That the taking of 
* the Oath is net (N. B.) that Acknowledgment of 
* the Fuſtneſs of the Penalty, which you have al. 
* ledged to be implied in the ſolemn Publication of 
* this whole Law. What 3 do you now advance? 
You grant that the taking of the Oaths is an Acknow- 
ledgment of the Juſtneſs of the Penalty; Do you 
Know what you are granting? Is it not, that the Ma- 
giſtrate hath Power and Right to threaten and inflit _ 


an Eraſtian Penalty? for ſo you call it; Now w at 
TY | Sort 


( 45.) 
Bort of a Presbyterian are you that maintains this x 
Mr. Deſender's Ardincaple's Angels is applicable 
to you. But, ſay you, it is not (N. B.) that Ac- 


knowledgment ; that is, either not ſo great, or not 


ſuch an expreſs Acknowledgment ; and yet you ſay, 
that the Acknowledgment of the Juſtneſs of the Pe. 
nalty, by reading this AQ, is but implied. Do you 
not bluſh at ſuch trifling? So that you muſt ſpeak 
out and ſay, that both arc finful, and your Defence 
muſt be, that yeur Sin is not ſo great as ours, The 
taking of three ſolemn Oaths, imply as great an Ac- 
knowledgment of the Juſtice of * Penalty, as a ſo- 
lemn Publication of this Law in a religious Aſſembly. 
It is alſo in vain for you, Mr. Def. to ſay, Def. 5. 
45, That Miniſters may think themſelves antece- 
© dently bound to take certain Oaths, and that the 
© Penalty cannot diſannul it.” Are you ſo dull as not 
to ſee, that the ſame thing may be ſaid here ? There 
is an antecedent Obligation on all Ecclefiaſtical Per- 
fons, according to our Confeſſion, to give Obedience 
to the lawful Commands of the Civil Magiſtrate: 
Now a Command of the King and Parliament, to pu- 
bliſh this Att againſt the Murderers of Porteons, 
and the Concealers of the Murderers, is a lawtul Com- 
mand 3 and the annexing of the Penalty cannot diſa- 
nul this antecedent Obligation, When the Magi- 
ſtrate annexeth an unlawful Penalty to a lawful Com- 
mand, Minifters cannot help that; but, if the Com- 
mand be lawful, Miniſters are in Duty and Conſcience 
to give Obedience, to prevent the Magiſtrate's fin- 
ning by infliting it: But neither of you notice this. 
I made, Lau,. p. 31 and 32, a Conceſſion that this 
Penalty is Eraſtian, and yet denied, that the read- 
ing of the Act is an Acknowledgment of the Juſtneſs 
of it, becauſe ſtench Presbyterians, Meſſrs. Rut her- 
ford, Gilleſpy, Go. ſubmitted to more, by ſitting and 
voting in the Weſtminſter Aſſembly, which was con · 
fituted by an Eraſtian Power. To this you, Def. 
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De anſwer, 5. 46. 1s thes one of my parallel Caſes? 
I 15 it is. Tou add, That AJembly was not proper- 
ly a Fudicature, but only a Number of Divine: 


call'd to give Advice. But had they not a Medera- 


tor, and ſeveral Clerks, who kept Minutes of all their 
Actinge ? And did they not meet in the Name of 
Jeſus Chriſt, and conſtitute every Diet in his Name 
by Prayer ? Does not the Ordinance of Parliament 
give them « Dogmatick Power, and expreſs it? And 
did they not exerciſe it, by condemning Heretical 
Books? And did not the ſeven Independant Brethren 
enter their Diſſent, when the Aſſembly determined 
the Subordination of Congregations to Presbyteries ? 
Further, I told you, P. 32 and 33, that the Church 
of Holland ſubmitted to much more than our reading 
can be conſtructed to be, without acknowledging an 
Praſtian Power. You, Mr. Def. anſwer, P. 46, 
That this Inſtance muſt (till appear to every one to 
Jo foreign to the Purpoſe. Your auros s, your ju- 
venile Authority, and bare Aſſertion, muſt convinca 
2 good old Man, and every Body elſe. Be not ſo aſ- 
ſaming. I diſtinguiſh'd, Lawf. P. 26, betwixt the 
Legal Eſtabliſhment, which is Civil, and a jure di- 
Dino Right to fit in Judicatures: The Parliament 
doth not meddle with the latter. This Diſt inction I 
ſhewed from the Caſe of Presbyterian Miniſters in 
Ireland, who by a divine Right meet in Seffions, 
Presbyteries and Synods, and judge in, Ecelefiaftical 
Affairs, and their Actings are effectual, as far as 
Church Power can enforce them; yet they have no 
legal Eſtabliſhment for theſe Courts: But we in Scor- 
land have it over and above the Divine Right; our 
Courts are authorized and protected by the Govern- 
ment, and our Actings are valid in Law, and ratified 
by it. To clear this Diſtinction more, I did, in 5. 
27 and 28, ſhew, that Parliaments in Scotland did e- 
ſabliſh the Goverument of this Church, ſometimes 
in the Handy of Presbyrerian Minifters, and ſome-. 
| | times 
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times in the Hands of Biſhops, both have ſucceſfive- 


ly had the legal Eftabliſhment; and I cleared this 
Diſtinction from the Act of Parliament Anno 1690, 
and the Act Anne 1693, for taking the Oath of Al- 
ledganee, and ſubſcribing the Afurance : Now, the 
eſtabliſhing of the Presþyrerian Government by the 
Act of Security to all ſucceeding Generations, doth 
not deſtroy the foreſaid Diſtinction. From the above 

onſiderations my reaſoning is, that if the Civil Ma- 
giftrate has given a legal Liberty to Presbyterian 


M.iniſters to exerciſe Church Government in his Do- 


minions, he can, for Crimes deſerving, reftrain the 
Exerciſe of it in his Dominions, The Minifters of 


London and Weſtminſter, and within the Lines of 


Communication, in a Paper, July 1th 1649, entitu- 
led, Certain Conſiderations and Cautions agreed u- 
pon by them, declare, That tho' Church Officers re- 
© ceive their Office and Authority from Chrift, yet 
© we acknowledge it belongs to the Magiſtrate, to 


© have his Conſcience ſatisfied in the Truth of the 


Government of the Church, which he (N. S.) wilt 
© ſet up by his Authority, from whom Church Officers 
© (N. B.) receive Authortiy of the publick Exerciſe 
© of their Offices in his Dominions.“ Your not atten- 
ding to this Diſtinction, has led you and Mr. Epiſt. 
into many Blunders in your Reaſonings, which will 
eſently _ Many of thoſe Miniſters were 
Members of the Weſtminſter Aſſembly, and wrote 
with great Strength of Argument in the Cauſe of 
Presbytery, in their jus divinum regiminis, &c. 
I contended, Lawf. P. 28. That the Parliament 


did not think they were exerciſing an Eraſtian Pow- 


et, by annexing the firſt Penalty; for if they did, 
what would hinder them from exercifing it, by a 
higher Eraſtian Puniſhment for a ſecond Offenee, 
vi · Depoſition from the Office altogether : This 
they do not, but deprive them of the Stipend, which 
none call Eraſtian. Here you ask, Def. P. 23, L hat 
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is my Parrand? | anſwer, the Nature of the things 
Next, you miſrepreſent my Argument, becauſe you 
ſaw you could not anſwer it as I had. propos'd it, ur 
ſupra : You repreſent it thus, The firſt Penalty can't 
be Eccleſiaſtical, becauſe the ſecond ig not. Great Can- 
dour! But ſtill you preſerve your Wit and Banter, 
you ſay, The Parliament in their (J. B.) Goodneſs 
thought the depriving them of their Benefices a ſuf- 
fictent Puniſhment, and were not ſs cruel as (N. B.) 
to defpoſe them. Sir, were they cruel to Dr. Atter- 
bury ? Did they depoſe him ? Did they ever pretend 
to depoſe any Man? If the Parliament ſhall execute 
the two Penalties of the Act (which God forbid) no 
Body · will in earneſt call it Goodneſs ; befides, a 24 
Offence is an Aggravation, and an Aggravation is pu- 
niſhed with a greater Penalty, and not with a leſs 
than the firſt, Now follows your Wit, Def. P. 24, 
If the Parliament, for a third Offence, threatned 
zo depoſe Miniſters altogether from the Exerciſe of 
their Miniſtry, according to me it might ſtill be ſaid, 
that even this i not a Church Cenſure, becauſe the 
ſecond ig not. You uſe the Words, Depoſe Minifters 
altogether from the Exerciſe, inſtead of Deprive, &c. 
to give Strength to the Argument, which if you had 
not done, it would have none at all : But the Parlia- 
ment never did threaten either to depoſe or deprive 
altogether; for in the Caſe of Atrerbury, the depri- 
ving was only of the Exerciſe (N. B.) in the King's 
Dominions ; and the depriving of a Part of the Exer- 
ciſe mentioned in this Act, 1s only as to Scotland, 
neither of them is altogether or total. Again, the 
Parliament does not intend to puniſh for a 3d, a 4th 
Offence, and ſo on; they ſtop, they go not on ts a. 
zd, and if you call it Goodneſs, they think that the 
depriving of the Stipend is ſufficient. 

I alledged the Caſe of Dr. Atterbury, as a Paralel, 
Lawfulneſs, Pp. 26. He was I to hold any 
_<ecclefiaſtical- Office, or exerciſe it (N. B.) in the 

King's 
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Act and Decreet of Council, 


. 5 
King's Dominions only; but he was not unbiſhoped 
by this Sentence, his Office remained, and he might 
have exerciſed it, if he could have found a Place elſe- 
where. Mr. Def. p. 45. You ſay, you once thought 
to have made ſome Remarks on his Caſe. It is a 
great Pity you have not done it. No Doubt they 


would have been uſeful and pertinent, Tou aflert 


dogmatically, That ſuch Examples carry along with 
them their own Confutation. By. what Remark do 


you ſhow this ? Is it, that he was incapacitated, be- 


cauſe of his Conſpiracy? And in this Caſo Mini- 
ſters are incapacitated fer Diſobedience to one AR o 


Parliament. Be it ſo, you'll grant that this is not ſo 
ſevere as his was; this is only as to the Exerciſe of 


2 Part of the Office, and only in Scotland; but his was 


the Exerciſe of every Part of his. Office in any of the 
King's Dominions. But further, Sir, It is no Matter 


tho theGrounds be different; yet the Parallel is exact; 

for by it 1 have ſhown you that a Man may be incapa- 

citate to exerciſe the Office either in Part or in Whole 

in the King's Dominions, and yet retain the Office, 
The ſecond Objection Sort, 


vanced ſeveral Conſiderations to ſatisfy your Scruples, 


particularly, as to the Caſe of thoſe Miniſters, anno 
1601, who did notobey the King and Council's Order 


concerning Gowwrze's Conſpiracy, who were inhibited to 


preach inthe King's Dominions: I ſaid, Lauf. P. 3. 


That they never alledged that the retraining them from 
the Excrciſe of their Miniſtry was contrary to the E- 
ſtabliſnment; and that our Hiſtorians give us no ſuch 
Accounts. To this, you Mr. Def. P. 28. anſwer, That 


1 am miſtaken, and that Mr. James Melvil, ina 


Letter to the AJembly, warmly inveigbs againſt the 

br aſſuming a Power, 
of depriving Miniſters. But does he complain 
of it as contrary (N. B.) 75 the Eſtabliſiment anno 
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i chis Clauſe of the Act 
is, That it is contrary to the Articles of the Union, 
and deſtructive of the legal Eſtabliſhment, I ad - 
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1592 ? By no means: So that, Sir, you are miſtaken; 
He indeed complains of it as the greateft Injury that 
ever CHRIST ſuſtained in this Land; becauſe he 
is ſpeaking of the Miniſters of Edinburgh, who were 
then ſhining and burning Luminaries in this Church, 
and (as he tiles them) the braveſt Trumpets, Oc. The 
other Paſſage cited by you from Mr. Calder wood, 
makes ſo much againſt you, that I am apt to think, 
that you knew not what you were writing, or what 
made far you or againſt you, You ſay, That when 
the King was earneſt to have the Kirks of Edin- 
burgh Planted with other Miniſters, the Brethren 
anſwered that could not be done, unleſy they were 
depoſed by the Kirk, or cut off by ſome civil Judica- 
ture (N. B.) orderly. Dees not this Alternative 
import all that I have aſſerted as to the Magiſtrates 
_ depriving of Miniſters of the Exerciſe of their Of- 
| fice in his Dominions? Now what was it that theſe 
Miniſters were cut off from? Was it not from officiat- 
ing in the Kirks of Edinburgb, and all other Kirks 
in Scotland? This was done by the King and Coun- 
cil, but it was not done orderly. Further, we learn 
from the ſame Hiſtorian, p: 445. That theſe Mi- 
_ * niſters were referred by the Aſſembly to the Com- 
* miſſion, to be planted in ſuch Places as they ſhould 
* ſee fit, and they are impowered to plant the Kirks 
of Edinburgh. The Reaſon was, that the King 
and Council maintained, that what they had done 
was orderly. And at laſt the Aſſembly either were 
convinced, or yielded, for the Kirks of Edinburgh 
were planted by other Men. There is one Obſerve 
1 muſt here ſuggeſt, en paſſaut, to Mr. Epiſt. which 
he, will attend to, concerning the Conſtruction that is 
to be put on a Miniſter's publiſhing an A&; theſe 
Miniſters were not only required to publiſh the Sto- 
ry as the King related it, but their Perſuaſion of the 
Truth of the Treafon. Now, this they refuſed to 
do, but engaged to publiſh the AR itſelf; ſo that — 
| by mult . 
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muſt be cotivinced, that theſe Miniſters did not think, 
that the publiſhing of an Act, was an aſſenting to, or 
approving of every Thing in the Act. | 
Mr. Def. you admit, P. 33. That for Treaſon, or 
amy other Crime which deſerves, the Parliament 
may cus off any one, or any Number from the legal 
Eſtabliſhment. Does not this yield what you thought 
wrong as to King Fames anno 1601? And you Mr. 
#þz/t. p. 22 and 23. expreſly admit it likewiſe ; and 
by ſo deing, you both, without exerciſing a Thought, 
yield me the Cauſe: For what is the Eftabliſhment 
that the Parliament 'may deprive them of for the fore- 
faid Crimes? ls it not that which is unalterably {p- 
Cured to all fature Generations by the Act of Securi- 
ty? Muſt then this Security as to them, be reviewed 
by no Court whatſomever? How, can they be de- 


prived, without the Review of a Court? The Eſta- 
bliſhment itſelf ſtands, but they loſe the Benefit of 
it. Mr. Def. I deſire you to reconcile this with 


what you ſaid in the Character of a Layman, viz. 


. That Miniſters ought 10 enjoy their whole Pri vi- 
' deges of the Chu#ch, until exclided by a Sentence of 
"thezr Brethren. Tou ſaid, that the Parliament can 
deprive them of theſe by their Sentence for Treaſon, 
and the Layman lays, That they muſt enjoy them, 
till excluded by 'a Sentence of their Brethren. Now, 


if to contradict the Layman, be to defend him, you 


have done it to Purpoſe. Again, as to what I have 


cited from the Layman, I muſt mind you, that Mi- 


niſters Stipends are a Privilege they enjoy; but theſe 


ate affected by the Parliament: For if a Miniſter 


hall be guilty of an Act of Drunkenneſs, he can be 


- fined in the fifth Part of his Stipend, which to a Mi- 
niſter of Ediubumg h is 500 Merks. Again, will you 
'refuſe, that Hiterbury was deprived ef his Ottice, 
and the Exereiſe ot it in all the King's Dominions ? 
But was not this as much contrary to the Articles of 


- Union, as this.can be pretended to be, fince Hierar- 
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ehleal Government is inviolably ſocured by the AT 


ticles of Union to the Church of England, to be in 


full Force for ever. Now, allow me, in my Turn, 


to ſuppoſe, that all the Biſhops of England had been 


engaged in his Conſpiracy, would not the Hierarchy 
be diffolved as much as Presbytery ? So that your ar- 


guing from the Articles of Union affords'you no Man- 


ner of Relief. * | © | 
I faid in Lay,. If a Miniſter is deprived, the 
Kirk-ſeſſion is not at an End, for then the Seſſion 


falls under the Directien of the Presbytery, as in the 


Caſe of a Vacancy: And if a Presbytery of Mini- 


ſters ſhould not read, their Affairs will be taken Care 
of by the Synod: Now, you Mr. Epiſt. p. 22. be- 


lieve © you muſt - in yourSuppoſitions, leſt I ſhould 
charge you with ſuppoſing Non-entities and Chime- 
e ra's.“ No, I allow you to go on, and te fix on one of 
Mr. Defender's, p. 24. If all ſhall neglect to read 
eier the twelve Months expire, into wheſe Hands 


will the Government fall ? - And you have furniſhed 
me with an Anſwer — — your own Suppeſition, p. 
23. * That if all the 


x iniſters had been engaged in 
* a Rebellion, and that the Government deprives 


them, they will make the beſt Shift they can.” 


Well, may not the Government make- the following 
Shift, vis. paſs from the firſt Penalty, and inflift the 
ſecond, that is, deprive them of their Stipends; and 
ſo they ſhall be on the ſame Footing with Minifters 
before Conſtantine's Time; nay, on a better Foat- 


ing, as they will have legal Authority and Protection 


for their Courts and Miniſtry. But, Sir, in Fact, 
two Thirds have read this Act; and if the other 
Third ſhall be deprived of Stipends, the four Judica- 


tures of the Church remain, and ſo all your Difficul- 


ties about declaring Kirks vacant, and ſettling them, 
evaniſh to Smoke: But I earneſtly pray Gov, that 
even this Penalty may not be inflicted, and ſhall 


chearfully undergo Mr. Defenders Oblequy, and the 


Reviling 
;3 


. * OY 
ans as ont 


> 


i 5 5 o - " 
* 
— 20 i as as a. r 


* 


— 


. . 


"I — 0 - * . 
3 8 8 3 a” a a as. 


"© 931 
*Reviling of the deceived and ignorant, if not ' mali- 
cious Part of the Multitude, after his Example, 
knowing my great Maſter was branded as a Blaſphe- 
mer, a ſeditious Perſon, a Friend of Publicans and 
Sinners; nay, of Devils too, when they - ſaid, that 
zy Belzebub the Prince Devils he did caſt out 
: Denzls, remembering that Beatitude, Mats. v. 11. 


. Bleſſed are ye when Men ſhall revile yon, and perſe- 


cute you, and ſpeak all Manner of Evil againſt you 
falſly for my Sake. && 
The Oath of Abjuration was impoſed upon Mini- 
'Ners in Scotland ſome; Years after the Union; and if 
they ſhall not qualify, by taking it, they are deprived. 
of their Office. Now, all your Difficulties with re- 
ſpect to the incapacitating Clauſe, caſt up againſt 
taking that Oath with greater Strength; ſo that you 
; Who have taken this Oath, are brought under the Ne- 
ceſſity of anſwering them whether you will or not. 
Tour only Evaſion is, That the Government may 
_ + F require from Miniſters Qaths, as Teſts of their 
Loyalty and Fidelity, upon Pain of being deprived 
of their Office; and if they give not theſe, the Go- 
vernment may deprive them of the legal Eſtabliſh- 
ment.“ Now, is not this to own,” that the Govern- 


ment, if all had refuſed that Oath, could turn them 


out of Kirk-Seffions, Presbyteries, Oc. and then what 
would become of Preſbyterian Goverment that was 
unalterably ſecured by the Union to all future Gene- 
tations? If you ſhall anſwer, that all Miniſters did 
vot refuſe that Oath, and ſo the Government is ſtill 
ſecured; Have not I the ſame Anſwer here; for all 
haye not refuſed to read this Act, but the greater Part 
- by far have read it, and fo the Preshyterian Govern- 
ment is „. ſafe. Mr. Epiſt. you ſay, P. 23. That 

. no Action or Neglect, which door not amount to the 
rurning out M the eſtabliſhed Church, ought to de- 
Pri ve them of being Members of its Courts. Be: it 

{o : Does not the refufing of the Oath of. Abjurgtian, 


which 


l; 
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Avhich you call a Teſt, Oc. turn Miniſtets out of the 
eabliſhed Church, when it deprives them of their 
Office? And when they are deprived of this, are 
:they any longer Members of theſe. Courts? Was not 
the AR for-tuking this Oath paſt after the Union, 
and yet the Parliament who impoſed it, and you who 
have taken it, do not think it contrary tothe Union; 
und no more is it in this preſent Caſe? Tou ſay, 
That Diſobedience to one Act is not ſuch a Crime, 
© as that Miniſters ſhould have ſuch a Puniſhment in- 
© lifted on them': 80 ſay I, and own, that it is ſevere, 
without hazarding my Life; yet I ſtill maintain, that 
if the Command to read is lawful, you ought to 
read, to prevent the Magiſtrates executing a finful 
Penalty, and in the mean Time remonſtrate in a duti- 
ful Manner to the King and Parliament, to have it 
-redrefſed. This I think ſhould be the Conduct of a 
peaceable Miniſter. I defire you both to conſider this 
"Paragraph ſeriouſly. There is nothing more ordinary, 
than for ſupreme Rulers in the State, and the ſupreme 
Court in the Church, to annex ſévere Penalties to 
their Laws, to make them effectual, and to ſupport 
Authority. As to our Church, the General Aﬀem- 
bly anno 1638, ordained, * That if the depoſed Biſhops 
© ſhould not reverence their Conſtitutions, and obey 
the Sentence, they | ſhall be excommunicated, and 
declared to be of thoſe whom CHRIST commandeth 
©:to be holden by all the Faithful as Heathens and 
Fublicans. Was not Mr. Andrew: Ramſay, who 

had been Moderator to the Aſſembly Auno 1640, 
and Mr. William Colvil, afterwards Principal of the 
College of Edinburgb, firſt ſuſpended for not read ing 


_ . "the Cauſes of à Faſt, anno 1648; and tho they ſub- 


mitted to the Sentence, they were depoſed by the 
Aſſembly anno 1649; they ſaw, if Authority was not 
preſerved, all would fink. Thus that Aſſembly de- 
"poſed twe eminent Miniſters, becauſe they did not 
- :xead the Cauſes of a Faſt; depoſed them, ſo that — 
AG cou 
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could not exerciſe the miniſterial Office 


little regard her Acts or Sentences. 


You Mr. Epiſt. p. 28, allow, Z haf the Legiſlature © 


* has a Right to make Laws from time to time, 


they think the Good of the Nation requires it? 

In Zawf. p. 30. I alledged, that fince all own, that 
the ſupreme Magiſtrate has a Power to baniſh a Mi- 
niſter from his whole Dominions, he can banith him 
from any particular Place in them, the Places where 
Church Courts are held. You Mr, Epiſt. p. 24, an- 
ſwer, That the Maxim nwill not hold in this parti- 


cular Caſe, becauſe this leſſer Penalty ſeems to be © 
deſtructi ve of the Government of the Church, aubere- 


as the other is not, ſince, when a Miniſter i, depri · 


ved altogether, another is put in his Room, to er- 


ercife all the Parts of the Office. But, Sir, neither 
the lefſer nor greater is deſtructive of the Government 


of the Church; and when a Miniſter is deprived of 


a Part, vis. judging in a Kirk Seſſion, the Presby- 
tery appoints one of their Number to officiate in his 
Room, as Occaſion requires. You add, Tat if rhe 
Civil Government may deprive a Miniſter of the 
Liberty of exerciſing his whole Office in any Place 
of his Dominions, at may deprive him the Exer. 


ciſe of any Part, and ſo the Parliament, for certain 


Offences, may prohibite a Miniſter to diſpenſe the 


Sacraments, but allow bim to Preach. But, Sit, 
when a Miniſter will net obey à lawful — , 


y where. 
This A& deprives of the Exerciſe only of ene Part - 
of the Office, and that only in Scotland; for they 
may exerciſe that Part in Ireland. In what a fad 
Caſe is our Church at preſent, when many of all Sorts 


all Subjefts univerſally, as the Good of the Nation 
requires.” But has it not this Right as te ſome- - 
Denominations of Subjects alſo? Has not the Parlia- 
ment by a new Law made it Death for Dealers in 
Wool to export it to France? And have they not a 
Right to make a new Law binding Miniſters, when 


($6: 2) 
tho Civil Power,id this Caſe he reftrains him from ex- 
_ ercifing Church Power over his Subjects, in the 
Courts that have his Eſtabliſhment, and ſo the Pe- 
nalty is proportion'd to the Offence : But the Penalty 
you propoſe is an inconſiſtent and ſelf-deftruQive Sup- 


Poſition, wherein you give with the one Hand, and 


take away with the other, and is not ſo proportion'd 
to the Offence. Sir, when the Sacraments are right- 
ly diſpenſed, Miniſters muſt teach or presch (call it 
as you pleaſe) when they baptize, they muſt inſtruct 
the Parents and the Congregation in the Nature o 
this Sacrament, that it is a Seal of the Covenant with 
the Faithful and their Seed, and of its Benefits, U- 
nion with Chriſt, Regeneration, Remiſſion of Sin and 
Adoption; that the Water is a Sign, repreſenting 
the Blood of Chriſt for removing the Guilt of Sin, 
and the ſanctifying Vertue of his Spirit, to cleanſe 
from the Impurity of Original Sin; that the Infants 


have a Right to this Seal, and the external Privi- 


leges of the Church: The Adminiſtrator teacheth, 
that the Perſon baptized is bound to. renounce the 
Devil, the World and the Fleſh, and to live ſober- 
ly, righteouſly and godly, to believe the Doctrines of 
Chriſtianity, to obey whatſoever Chriſt commandeth, 
and to imitate his Example; that the Parents are obli- 
ged to inſtruct them to remember their Creator and 
Saviour in the Days of their Youth, to pray with and 
for them in their f 
monition and Reproof when they do evil; andjif theſe 
do not ſucceed, to uſe the Rod of Correction. Thus, 
Sir, I teach and preach when I baptize ; and J believe 
there is as much of the Goſpel in this ſhort Sermon, 
as there is in ſome long Harangues you and I have 
heard. You draw out your Argument, P. 24, 25. 1f 
the Magiſtrate may inflitt à certain Puniſhment, 
then whatever Haraſbips it neceſſarly includes or 
refers, the ſame Power may diretiiy or —— 
8 f : y 


amilies, give them a good Exam- 


ple, their beſt Advices on all proper Occaſions, Ad- 
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Ty inſi ct; a Man's . NEW hinders him from 
Par:aking of the Sacrament in a publick Religious 
ANembly, therefore as a Magiſtrate can impriſon a 
Man, it will follow, according to my Principle, e 
can immediately inflict the Puniſhment of qebaring 
him from the Sacrament. But, Sir, the Queſtion 
was concerning the Puniſhment of a Miniſter for dil- 
obeying an Act of Parliament; but you alter the 
Queſtion, and ſpeak. of inflicting a Puniſhment on a 
private Chriſtian, vis. his Impriſonment; but you 
ſhould have ſpoke of the lmpriſonment of a Miniſter : 
Now, that which is neceſſarly infer'd from this, is, 
that a Miniſter has thereby no Acceſs either to ad- 
mit or debar any from the Sacrament in ſuch a reli- 
gious Aſſembly; and when you make the Applica- 
tion of your Caſe, you miſs the Mark; You ſpeak 
of the Baniſhment of a private Man, but the Argu- 
ment proceeded upou the Baniſhment of a Miniſter : 


Now, if he is baniſhed from the Magiſtrate's whole 


Dominions, can he not baniſh him from any particu. 
Jar Place in them, the Places where Church Courts 

are held? If you ſhall anſwer in the Negative, you 

will ſhew that Reaſoning is loſt upon you. When a 
Miniſter is reſtrained from the Exerciſe of Church, 
Government, what is it that the Magiſtrate does: 
but that he will not allow him to ga to the Places fo? 
Church Courts to be a Judge, tho' at the ſame time 
he does not hinder him to go there to be a Specta- 
tor? Mr. Calgerwood acquaints us, P. 446, that after 
King James had baniſhed the Miniſters of Edin. 

Burgh out of the City, he gave them Licence to re- 
turn to their own Houſes; and yet they ſtill re- 

main'd depriv'd of the Exerciſe of their Office; they 
might go to their Churches to be Hearers but not to 
preach. Does not this ſhew you both an' Inſtance, 
where the Magiſtrate, without Impriſonment or Ba- 
niſhment, has reſtrain'd Miniſters - 260m the Exerciſe 
of their Office, 3. e. they will not let them, go to 

H | Church 
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Church Courts to act as Judges? You Mr. Def. 
ſeem never to have dreamt of this, p. 31. You have 
ploughed with Mr. Epiſtolator's Neifer as to ſeveral 
of theſe Things 1 have been now examining, and 
8 you'll advert to what I have replied to 

Im. 

Mr. Epiſt. in p. zo, 31, you pretend, That In- 
ſtances may be given of Commands lawful in them- 
ſelves, «vhich in ſome Circumſtances it may be higb- 
ly reaſonable and neceſſary not to obey, Now, in do- 
ing ſo, it is expected you. would have given an In- 
ſtance of one who has Right te command, for a Com- 
mand 4 non babente poteſtatem may no doubt be diſ- 
obeyed. The Inſtance you give, ſhews yeu are ex- 
ceedingly pinch'd to find out one; It is, Acts xvi. 35. 
when the Magiſtrates of Philippi ſent to diſmiſs 
Paul out of Priſon, he returns this Anſwer, v. 37. 
They have beaten us openly uncondemned being Ro- 
mans, and bade caſt us into Priſon, and now do 
they thruſt us out privily? Nay verily, but let them 
come themſelves and fetch us out. Here is no Com- 
mand at all to Paul, but to the Jailor to diſmiſs 
Paul: Now to make your Inftance a Command, you 
ridiculouſly ſuppoſe, that the Magiſtrates had given 
their Commands to be gone. Now ſuppoſing they had 
given ſuch a Command, it was not indeed ſinful, 
but then it was from a non habente poteſtatem, and 
ſo the Apoſtle was not bound to obey. Suppoſe now 
a Sheriff had treated you, by beating you openly un- 
condemned, and had afterwards wrongouſly impri- 
ſon'd you, in plain Defiance to Juſtice and to the 
Law, would you not think him to be mad, as well 
as he was unjuſt, to pretend to command you to be 
gone, when you had an Action of Law againft him 
of a dangerousConſequence, for his illegal Proceedings? 
He would be loſt to all common Sent, if he did not 
humbly confeſs his Fault, beg your Pardon, and ob- 


teſt you net to take the Advantages of Law againſt 


therefore do not tell me that the 
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him, and act the wiſe Part of the Magiſtrates of 


Philigpi, who beſought Paul and Silas to depart, 
Cc. From this Sample of your Skill in interpreting 
of Scripture, and the Swatch you, Mr. Def. have gi- 
ven on Afs vi. 2. the World may expect to be edified 
with many Gloſſes that were never heard of before, 
As to the 2d Penalty, depriving Miniſters of the 
Stipend, I ſhewed it was not Eraſtian, and gave Sa- 
tisfact ion as to the Severity of it, Lauf. p. 38, 39, 
but both of you do not inſiſt on this. | 
' Wherefore I proceed to the laſt Thing objected to 
in the AQ, zs. that it contains a Bribe to Infor- 
mers, and admits them to be Witneſſes: To which I 
ave this general Anſwer, That Rulers have often 


invited and encouraged their Subjects to be Informers, 


have ſuſtain'd them as Witneſſes, and have beſtow'd 
Rewards upon them, when there was great Difficulty 
in diſcovering the Criminals, and that for the greater 
Good of the Publick ; for each of theſe I mentioned 
Precedents ; the 1ſt is, that Rulers have invited Perſons 
to be Informers againſt high Offenders: The Solemn 
League and Covenant requires this, in order to the 
bringing the Oppoſers of it to condign Puniſhment, 
and you have bound yourſelves to do this by the Oath 
of Abjuration. Do not ſay here, that there is no bri- 
bing in theſe Caſes ; for I intended by theſePrecedents 
to prove no more than preciſely this, that Subjects 
have been invited and required by their Superiors 
to be Informers., Next, I did prove, that they have 
given Rewards to Informers, by the Act of Parlia- 
ment againſt Blaſphemers; and now I add the Act 
166, againſt Swearing, Fornication and Breaches of 
the Sabbath; theſe prove the _ Point: And 


e were not admitted 


to be Witneſſes, Thzraly, I did allo prove this ſtrict 
Point, that Rulers have admitted Informers to be 
Witneſſes, by our Form of Proceſs, and our Practice 
every Day againſt Fornicators and Adulterers. Do 2 | 
| | | ay 
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fay to me that we do not bribe thoſe? Now, after 1 


had given unanſwerable Proofs of theſe ſeparately, 
that a Light may reflect on the whole, ſo that all you 


have ſaid, p. 42 and 43, is not ad rem; I did under- 


take to prove, that Rulers have given Rewards to Int 
formers, and have admitted them to be Witneſſes; 
And iſt, They have beſtowed the. Reward of Life to 
thefe who were ſoczz crimiuis, they have a Remiſſion 
granted them, and all that a Man hath will he give 
for hi Life; here 1 inſtanced in theſe who were In- 


formers againſt Green and Mather, and the Informer 


lately againſt Milſon; theſe were admitted to be 
Witnefles, and were brib'd with a Remiſſion, where- 
by their Lives were ſecured from the Hands of Juſtice. 
It furprizes me to hear you, Mr. Def. ſay, That 
* becauſs they have their Pardon in their Pocket, 
they are under no Temptatien'. Do they not, by 


ſwearing otherwiſe, trick and befopl: the Goyern- 


ment, and proclaim themſelves to be Rogues, and 
pive the vileſt Account of themſelves? Can they 
inſult the Government impune? Can the Govern- 
ment inflict no arbitrary Puniſhment upon them? 
You ſay, That the Advocate committed Captain 
s Scarlet to Priſon, and that he. was ſoon ' obliged to 
F liberate him, leaſt he ſhould be guilty of wrongous 
Impriſonment.“ But you give no Voucher, and ti 

you do it, I may alledge, that he was liberate upon 
the Interceſſion of his Friends. You ſay, P. 44. That 
having their Pardon in their Pocket, they are under 
220 Temptation ro fwear falſly; and yet in the ſame 
Page you argue, that they are not Habile Vitneſſes. 
| would think, that a Man who is under no Tempta- 
tion to ſwear falſly, is a very habile Witneſs, The 
ſecond Reward I mentioned in Lauf. to be given to 
 Informetrs, who are to be uſed as Witneſſes, is a 
Sum of Money. Forty Pounds Ster. is in England 
given to che Perſon robbed to he Informer, and he is 
repaired as to bis Loſs alſs by the County where the 
J ⁵ ⁵ ⁵0äↄ]ꝶmù oo 
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Robbery was committed, and is alſo admitted to be 
a Witneſs: Nay, the ſoczus cramznzs, if he can diſ- 
cover a Gang of Robbers, has his Pardon, and a Pre- 


mium too, and is admitted to be a Witneſs. Here 


you demand my Voucher. I anſwer, there is ſcarce 
a Year paſſes in England, but Inſtances of this fall 
out, where ſo many Robberies are committed; and. 
I-refer you to the Seſſion or Afſize-paper, which gives 
an Account of the Trials of ſuch Perſons. ff 
. You, Mr. Epiſt. p. 32. ſay as to ſuch Inſtances, 


That it is better many guilty eſcape, than one in- 


* nocent Man ſuffer.” ls this a ſatisfying Reply 2 


Ie it your Wiſh, that all the Edinburgh Rioters may 


eſcape? No, I can't think it; but it is likely they 
will, for as yet no Man has accepted of the 100 J. or 
200 J. Reward, to inform and witneſs againſt the 
really Guilty. And can it be thought, as I ſaid, that 
a Rogue will embrace it, to inform and witneſs againft 
the Innocent? There is Ten thoufand to one againſt 
you. Nay, Iam informed, that of all the Premiums. 
given in England to ſuch, one Inſtance never was 
known of Information againſt an innocent Perſon, ſo 
as to bring him to Death, You alledge, That an 
innocent Perſon, who was a Spe&ator of the Riot, 
cannot prove himſelf to have been alibi. But, did 
I not mention other Means of Reprobating the Te- 
ſtimony ot a Rogue and Villain, ſuch as his known 


bad Character, and the Perſon's own good Character; 


the croſs Queſtions that he and his Lawyers can put 
to him; the Exculpation he can make, that tho” 
he was an On:looker, he can prove, that in the 
whole Scene he ated no Part. And beſides all theſe, 
the Judges, if there he the leaſt Evidence of Inno- 
tence, will certainly be on their Guard; that no bad 
Conſequences ſhall follow upon 'this extraordina 

Law, and the Juries likewiſe will attend to it; ſo 
rain, a Bugbear of your own Imagination, - 


nuts. Bl | | Thug 


25 your Ground of Fear is a Creature of your own 
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Thus I have finiſhed my Reply to your Performances, 
and leave it to the World to judge, whether I have given Sa- 
tisfaRion or not; if there is any Thing of Moment that I 
have not conſidered in Mr. Defender's Performances, it is 
what I found to be confuted with great Strength of Reaſon, 
by the Luthor of a Letter to the Queriſt; and therefore I 
refer him to that Letter, particularly as to the Point of Fugi« 
tation. Beſides, his Performance is ſuch a patched up and 
confuſed one, that my greateſt Difficulty was to gather together 
theſe Things he delivers on this or the other Point in Debate. 
I-might by way ef Concluſion have given a Sum of the Incon- 
fifteacies and Contradictions both of you have fallen into, 
which muſt give the Readers a ſtrange Idea of your Perfor - 
mances; but I leave it to them to put a (N. B.) upon the 
Margin, when they meet with them in the preceeding Pages. 
1 mall reſt ſatisfied by giving a Swatch of the wild and extra- 
vyagant: Suppoſitions, you have been obliged to make your Re- 
fuge in the Management of the Argument, ſuch as your Sup- 
poſition. concerning the Water-Men, wherein you repreſent. 
the Magiſtrates of Edinburgh, conſtituting the fifth Water- 
man Judge in the Matter of Death ; and as if this were not 
ridieulous enough, in Def. p. g. You give a fine Account of 
a Parliament, by ſuppoſing them to enact a Law, that the 
ſuth Water-Man ſhall be puniſhed with Death, and Confiſca- 
tion of Moveables, for ſtepping into the Room of the fifth, 
You have taken up ſtrange Notions of Parliaments, and figure 
them out with a great deal of Liberty and Freedom. You 
ſuppoſe, Def. p. 36. That the Parliament ſhall enact, That 
© one or more of the Peers ſhould upon the firſt Monday of 
* exch Month for a whole Year, repair to the Croſs of Edin- 
* burgb, and there proclaim the preſent Act; Which is to ſap- 
poſe, that the Peers in Parliament aſſembled, who are a Part 
of the Legiſlature, will deprive themſelves of their own Dig- 
nities, Honours and Privileges ; and in the ſame Page, That 
* the Parliament ſhould appoint a Clergyman to publiſh this 
* AR, in the Habit and Apparel of a Herald.” Should I treat 
Parliaments after this Sort; I would be afraid of being guilty 
of a ſcandalum magnatum. You all along ſuppoſe a Perſon 
may impugn an Act of Parliament, and yet own that a Man 
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runs the Riſque of his Life, by gainſaying the Lawfulnéſs of it, 
and that he will run this Riſque under the beſt of Kings, and 
our gracious Rulers, as you ſtile them. To figure out 
the Barbarity and Inhumanity of the inte rcommuning Clauſe; 
you make the Suppoſition, That an affectionate Son will 
thereby be obliged to deliver up to Death his aged helpleſs 
Father. Here an aged Parent is repreſented to be a Rioter, 
a helpleſs aged Parent to have aſſiſted and helped in the Ex- 
ecution of Porteous ; and as if this Suppolition were not al- 
ready too extravagant, you, in Def. carry it a Pitch higher; 
that this aged helpleſs Father makes uſe of his Heels and flies 
the Country, and lives thirty Years more, and returns a Fool 
to the Gallows ; But you may think this not extravagant, ſince 
Tom Par of Alderbury is ſaid to have lived 153 Years, and 
Hary Jinkins in Yorkſbire lived 168. To repreſent the 
Inhumanity of giving a Reward to Informers, and admiting 
them as Witneſſes, you ſuppoſe a Rogue or a Villain may 
be bribed to inform againſt an innocent Man. Moſt likely, 
when no Rogue has offered himſelf to inform againſt one who 
was truly guilty ; and when no Inftance can be given, thae 
ever any Villain did inform and witneſs againſt the Innocent 
for a Sum of Money. And to name no more, to ſhew how 
contrary the firſt Penalty, as to the Clergy, is to the Ar- 
ticles of the Union ; you ſuppoſe, that if all the Miniſters 
ſhall negle& to read, then Presbyterian Government muſt 
fall, and no more Kirk-Seſſions, Presbyteries and Synods, all 
will go to wreck, This is a Suppoſition that is confuted by 
600 Facts, ſince more than two Thirds of the Miniſters of 
the Church have obeyed, and their Number is encreaſing every 
Calendar Month: 'Theſe F, and the like, of your framing 
(that I way uſe your Phraſe) carry along with them their own 
Confutation. And now I muſt deſire one Favour of you, 
that (ſince you make a Suppoſition, that if I write on, I may 
do it without any Anſwers, and poſſibly without any Readers) 
you'll not ſend your Expreſſes or Carriers thro the Country 
with your anthoritative Orders, that none of the Clergy or 
People buy or read this Pamphlet; for if you do fo, my 
Printer will ſuffer a conſiderable Loſs. Pray let him be in- 


demnified firſt, before you give out your circular _— 
Lou 
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Udo it as fecretly 28 you can; for if it comes 10 bs noiß 
abroad, you may catch a Tartar: For when once it id 4 
prohibited Book, it may have a very running Sale, like Bopks 
hit Are 3 by the * Powers, whether Gieil or 
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